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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
Rev. Shawn L. Kumm, Zion Evan-

gelical Lutheran Church, Laramie, Wy-
oming, offered the following prayer: 

Gracious, Heavenly Father, who is 
ever-watchful and attentive to the 
needs of this country and who has 
promised to ‘‘Satisfy us in the morning 
with Your steadfast love, that we may 
rejoice and be glad all our days,’’ I im-
plore You to provide for the people of 
this land honest and productive indus-
try. Preserve us from famine, disasters, 
pestilence, and disease. Grant us cour-
age and steadfastness in times of test-
ing. Restrain unrest within and with-
out our borders, and keep safe those 
who watch over and protect us at every 
level of life. Give us compassion and 
open hearts in times of want and need. 

And finally, for this assembly who is 
charged with the responsibility of rep-
resenting the people of this Nation, be-
stow wisdom and courage as laws are 
crafted and enacted. 

To You, O Father, I give thanks and 
praise, with the Son and the Holy Spir-
it. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER). The Chair has examined 
the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, 
rule I, I demand a vote on agreeing to 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I object to the vote on 
the ground that a quorum is not 

present and make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER) come forward and lead 
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has agreed to a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested: 

S. Con. Res. 30. Concurrent resolution com-
mending the Bureau of Labor Statistics on 
the occasion of its 125th anniversary. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 194 of title 14, 
United States Code, as amended by 
Public Law 101–595, the Chair, on behalf 
of the Vice President, and upon the 
recommendation of the Chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, Science 
and Transportation, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators to the Board of Visi-
tors of the United States Coast Guard 
Academy: 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER), from the Committee on Com-
merce, Science and Transportation. 

The Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 
VITTER), At Large. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 9355(a) of title 10, 

United States Code, the Chair, on be-
half of the Vice President, appoints the 
following Senators to the Board of 
Visitors of the United States Air Force 
Academy: 

The Senator from Utah (Mr. BEN-
NETT), from the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

The Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
INHOFE), At Large. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 4355(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, the Chair, on be-
half of the Vice President, appoints the 
Senator from Texas (Mrs. HUTCHISON), 
from the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. BURR), At Large, to the 
Board of Visitors of the United States 
Military Academy. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 1295(b) of title 46, 
United States Code, as amended by 
Public Law 101–595, the Chair, on behalf 
of the Vice President, and upon the 
recommendation of the Chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, Science 
and Transportation, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators to the Board of Visi-
tors of the United States Merchant Ma-
rine Academy: 

The Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON), from the Committee on Com-
merce, Science and Transportation. 

The Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. GRAHAM), At Large. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 6968(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, the Chair, on be-
half of the Vice President, appoints the 
following Senators to the Board of 
Visitors of the United States Naval 
Academy: 

The Senator from Alaska (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI), from the Committee on Ap-
propriations. 

The Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN), designated by the Chairman 
of the Committee on Armed Services. 
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HONORING PASTOR SHAWN KUMM, 

GUEST CHAPLAIN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentlewoman from Wyo-
ming (Mrs. LUMMIS) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. I rise in honor of to-

day’s guest chaplain, Pastor Shawn 
Kumm. He is joining us from Laramie, 
Wyoming, where he has served the con-
gregation at the Zion Evangelical Lu-
theran Church for 13 years. 

Originally from Iowa, Pastor Kumm 
settled in Wyoming in 1996. He has held 
two offices in the Wyoming District of 
the Lutheran Church Missouri Synod, 
first as secretary to the board of direc-
tors, followed by his nomination in 2003 
to vice president of the synod, a posi-
tion which he currently holds. 

Pastor Kumm and his wife, Barbie, 
have two children, his son, Nickoli, and 
his daughter, Alexandra, who joins him 
here today. 

Pastor Kumm has provided invalu-
able help to the members of his church 
and my constituency. I thank him for 
his positive impact, leadership, and 
service to the community and wish him 
the best as his congregation continues 
to grow with God’s blessing. 

I also want to acknowledge Rep-
resentative JEFF FORTENBERRY, who 
joins me here today, and Pastor 
Kumm’s parents, who reside in Rep-
resentative FORTENBERRY’s district. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches from each 
side of the aisle. 

f 

WMATA TRAGEDY 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, on 
Monday evening, as millions of Ameri-
cans were making their daily commute 
home, tragedy struck in our Nation’s 
Capital. The collision outside of the 
Fort Totten station in Northeast 
Washington, the worst in the 33-year 
history of Washington’s Metro system, 
claimed the lives of nine people and 
left more than 80 injured. 

Among those lost were Ana 
Fernandez of Hyattsville and Cameron 
Williams of Takoma Park from my 
State of Maryland. My heart and my 
thoughts, as I know all the Members’ 
thoughts, are with the loved ones as 
well as all of those suffering the sudden 
loss caused by this tragedy. 

Those include the family and friends 
of train operator, Jeanice McMillan, 
and passengers, Lavonda King, Mary 
Doolittle, Veronica Dubose, Dennis 
Hawkins and Ann Wherley and her hus-
band, Major General David F. Wherley, 
Jr. Let me also extend my gratitude to 

the first responders and medical profes-
sionals whose work at the scene was so 
critical in preventing further trage-
dies. 

While the cause of this accident is 
unknown at this time, we do know this: 
The safety of our citizens is our high-
est priority, and we must take every 
precaution to make sure this loss of 
life does not occur again. 

In the very near future, I will be join-
ing with my colleagues from the region 
in introducing the final measure re-
quired to authorize $3 billion in dedi-
cated Federal and local funding for 
Metro. Millions and millions of tour-
ists from throughout this Nation ride 
on this system as well as tens of thou-
sands of the employees who work for 
this country. 

We received formal notice from the 
Governors of Maryland and Virginia 
and the Mayor of the District of Co-
lumbia that the jurisdictions had 
amended the WMATA Compact to en-
able such funding just last week, and I 
hope we can move quickly to pass this 
legislation critical to meeting Metro’s 
capital and maintenance needs. We 
don’t know that that was the cause, 
but certainly it is a consideration. 

Hundreds of thousands of people rely 
on Washington’s Metro system every 
day, from the Federal employees who 
keep our Government running to the 
visitors from every corner of the coun-
try who come to our Nation’s Capital. 
Let it be our tribute to those we mourn 
today to ensure America’s subway is 
safe for all who use it. 

I know my colleagues join me in ex-
pressing our sympathy and prayers to 
all those who were struck by tragedy 
the other night. 

f 

‘‘WE ARE OUT OF MONEY’’ 

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, our Gov-
ernment will attempt to borrow $104 
billion just this week, a world record. 
As Congress accelerates spending, 
Treasury has borrowed $560 billion in 
January, $707 billion in February, $750 
billion in March, $665 billion in April, 
and $773 billion in May. 

To cover increased borrowing, the 
Fed is now electronically printing 
money to cover our debts. Their 
records show they have printed $152.7 
billion to cover our mounting debts. 

We are quickly running out of other 
people’s money. Printing dollars elec-
tronically will accelerate inflation 
next year. 

Remember, inflation is the enemy of 
senior citizens on a fixed income. 
President Obama was right when he 
said, ‘‘We are out of money.’’ Our poli-
cies here in the Congress should reflect 
that sober assessment. 

CARBON OFFSETS WILL BENEFIT 
POLLUTERS 

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KUCINICH. Science tells us we 
must begin to reduce global greenhouse 
gas emissions in the next 5 to 10 years. 
But according to an analysis by offsets 
expert and Stanford law professor Mi-
chael Wara, it is possible that we could 
see no reduction of CO2 emissions until 
the year 2040 because of offsets and un-
limited banking of allowances in the 
new energy and environment bill. 

The bill allows 2 billion tons of car-
bon dioxide a year, roughly equivalent 
to 30 percent of all U.S. greenhouse gas 
emissions. Supporters of the bill point 
out that coal use will increase by 2020 
because electric utilities will continue 
to use dirty coal, the prime source of 
pollution. 

With 2 billion tons of offsets per year, 
we are told that electric utilities will 
reduce carbon emissions at places 
other than their generating plants so 
they really don’t have to actually de-
crease their emissions, and coal-fired 
CO2 emissions will increase through 
2025. No wonder there are 26 active coal 
plant applications. Increased CO2 emis-
sions will be our gift to the next gen-
eration? Apparently the planet is not 
melting. With this bill, it is just get-
ting better—for polluters. 

f 

b 1015 

REFORM HEALTH CARE THE 
RIGHT WAY 

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, from 
today, the ABC network will be known 
as the ‘‘All Barack Channel’’ due to un-
precedented propaganda for the Presi-
dent’s health plan. 

Democrats and Republicans agree 
that our health care system needs re-
forming, and we essentially agree on 
how, with one very important excep-
tion: a government-run plan is not the 
solution. 

Our current Medicare system is a mi-
crocosm of what the proposed public 
plan would look like. Medicare is 
propped up by the privately insured as 
it is, and is still on a course for bank-
ruptcy within 10 years. 

Our President says he can make a 
government-run system lower cost. 
Then why hasn’t anybody been able to 
do that with Medicare in 50 years? Cre-
ating a public option like Medicare will 
progressively increase private insur-
ance costs due to cost shifting and 
eventually drive private insurers out of 
business. Besides the damage it would 
do to the private sector, the govern-
ment does not have the money to pay 
the $1.6 trillion price tag. 

As a physician, I say we need to re-
form, bring down costs, and increase 
access to private insurance. We do not 
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need the government in the exam 
room. 

f 

ENERGY: WALL STREET’S NEXT 
BUBBLE 

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Madam Speaker, Euro-
peans have had a market-based cap- 
and-trade system on greenhouse gas 
emissions for 4 years, and it has failed. 
The last recorded year, $60 billion in 
trades, that is added costs, and higher 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Now the House of Representatives 
wants to bring that European system 
here to the United States of America, 
despite its failures. Why? Well, the 
market-based approach is only a fail-
ure if your objective is meaningful and 
predictable real reductions in green-
house gas emissions. Perhaps some-
thing else is afoot. 

Europe already has a carbon offset 
futures derivatives market, complete 
with credit default swap insurance. Is 
it AIG and mortgages all over again 
but now with carbon? We are going to 
bring that here to the United States. 
Wall Street is tingling with excite-
ment. A trillion dollars speculative 
market. 

Listen to this: Carbon will be the 
world’s biggest commodity market, 
and it could become the biggest market 
overall, Louis Redshaw at Barclays. 
Oh, Wall Street loves this so much. A 
brand new Wall Street bubble on some-
thing as essential as energy. Deja vu 
all over again. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CAROLINE 
COUNTY 

(Mr. WITTMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WITTMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to express my sincere con-
gratulations to Caroline County, Vir-
ginia, recipient of the 2009 All-Amer-
ican City Award for its outstanding 
civic accomplishments. This recogni-
tion is well deserved, and rightly hon-
ors Caroline County, which has long 
been dedicated to meeting the needs of 
its community. 

Established by the National Civic 
League in 1949, the All-American City 
Award recognizes localities for commu-
nity projects involving grassroots civic 
engagement and cooperation between 
public, private, and nonprofit sectors 
that best illustrate community-based 
problem solving. Each year, the Na-
tional Civic League honors 10 commu-
nities throughout the country for effec-
tively addressing the most critical 
challenges facing America’s commu-
nities. 

Caroline County submitted three 
community-based projects, including 
the Dawn Rehabilitation Project, the 
Caroline Library, and the Caroline 

Dental Program. These projects blend 
public, private, and civic resources to 
address specific challenges of the com-
munity. 

I am proud to see our citizens and 
local government work in concert to 
meet community needs. Caroline Coun-
ty was the only city or county from 
Virginia in a field of 32 finalists from 
across the country. The Caroline Coun-
ty delegation traveled to Tampa, Flor-
ida, to present the challenges and solu-
tions for its community to a panel of 
national experts, and I am proud to 
recognize Caroline County as a wonder-
ful and unique community of Virginia’s 
First Congressional District for receiv-
ing the 2009 All-American City Award. 

f 

AMERICAN CLEAN ENERGY AND 
SECURITY ACT 

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the Amer-
ican Clean Energy and Security Act. 
We are on the verge of an historic step 
that we have a responsibility and an 
opportunity to take for the health of 
our environment, our economy, and 
our Nation. 

Opponents simply don’t comprehend 
the magnitude of the problem of global 
warming or the opportunities that 
come with the solution. The U.S. is 
currently losing clean energy jobs and 
market share to Germany, China, and 
Korea. U.S. consumers continue to 
send $400 billion a year to places like 
the Middle East and Venezuela every 
time we fill up our gas tanks. 

Madam Speaker, we have a responsi-
bility to enact swift and strong climate 
change legislation. It is absolutely 
false to suggest that this legislation 
will cost Americans. It will cost us 
more if we don’t act. 

With the consumer protections and 
increases in efficiencies that this bill 
puts in place, American families will 
save hundreds of dollars each over the 
next decade. Saving consumers money 
is hardly a tax. Saving businesses 
money is hardly a tax. Allowing Amer-
ican technology to stagnate while we 
pollute and pay to address that pollu-
tion, that is a tax that the American 
people are tired of paying and have 
paid for far too long. 

The Democratic plan declares energy 
independence and puts America on a 
path to economic recovery. 

f 

TAXING AMERICAN FAMILIES IS 
NOT THE ANSWER 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, House Democrats plan 
to vote on their national energy tax 
legislation this week. It defies common 
sense when the American people are 

faced with losing jobs and families are 
making hard decisions about how to 
weather this tough economy. The 
Democrats’ priority is to impose a new 
tax. This cap-and-tax proposal will lead 
to job losses, higher gas prices, and in-
creased electricity rates on American 
families with $3,128 of new taxes for 
each family each year. Moreover, it is 
also unnecessary when there are posi-
tive alternatives to promote clean en-
ergy technology. 

An all-of-the-above energy policy 
would achieve the goals of a cleaner en-
vironment while promoting oil and 
natural gas exploration in America, in-
vest in innovative new technologies 
and encouraging conservation and 
smarter energy use. Above all, it would 
be no new tax on American families 
nor would it punish small businesses. 
Taxing American families is not the 
answer to our energy needs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

GEOGRAPHIC DISPARITIES 
(Mr. WALZ asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WALZ. Madam Speaker, reform-
ing Medicare formulas so that they re-
ward quality and value is one of the 
changes that must be part of any dis-
cussion on health care reform. 

The Congressional Budget Office rec-
ognizes the problem of a simple fee-for- 
service payment system regardless of 
the quality of care our patients re-
ceive. That means we pay doctors for 
doing more tests and ineffective treat-
ments. 

In my home district of southern Min-
nesota, the Mayo Clinic is a model of 
providing high quality care at low 
prices. But because of the way Medi-
care payments are figured today, the 
Mayo Clinic is penalized for that. We 
must reward those that save money 
and at the same time provide the high-
est quality of care. This can be done by 
creating an index within the Medicare 
physician fee formula to simply meas-
ure quality. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
inclusion of this sort of provision in 
the final health care reform package. 

f 

AVOID EUROPEAN ENERGY MODEL 
(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, this 
administration and the Democrat Con-
gress are pushing us towards European 
socialism through more government 
control. This week it is the energy 
economy. We are scheduled to consider 
the Waxman-Markey cap-and-tax 
scheme that will cap our growth and 
tax all of us. 

In 2005, the Europeans implemented 
the emissions trading scheme, or ETS. 
ETS has increased household energy 
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costs by 16 percent and industrial en-
ergy costs by 32 percent in just 4 years 
with no measurable effect on green-
house gases. 

The Heritage Foundation projects 
the Waxman-Markey impact on Amer-
ica will be a 74 percent increase in gas-
oline prices, a 90 percent increase in 
electricity prices, and at least 850,000 
jobs lost every year. The energy bill for 
the average American household will 
go up over $3,000 per year. That is ex-
actly what the authors want. President 
Obama recently stated that the only 
way a cap-and-tax scheme will work is 
for higher energy costs. They have to 
‘‘skyrocket.’’ 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
bill that is all economic pain and no 
environmental gain and, instead, join 
me in supporting the American Energy 
Act that promotes and develops domes-
tic energy sources, encourages con-
servation, and advances renewable 
technologies while pursuing America’s 
competitive edge. 

f 

COMMENDING BRIGADIER 
GENERAL JAMES P. COMBS 

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, today I come 
to the floor to honor an individual who 
has sacrificed over 42 years of his life 
for this great Nation. 

Brigadier General James P. Combs 
has proudly and gallantly served his 
country on foreign soil in the countries 
of Vietnam, Afghanistan, and Iraq. He 
was appointed Commander of our Joint 
Forces Training Base in Los Alamitos, 
California, on November 1, 2005. Gen-
eral Combs retired from Federal serv-
ice on October 1, 2007, at which time 
Governor Schwarzenegger assigned him 
in a State active duty position to re-
main as the base commander. 

On July 4, 2009, in just a little over a 
week, General Combs will retire from 
the United States Armed Forces. And 
on behalf of those who have had the 
honor to serve with him and a grateful 
Nation, I commend him on his numer-
ous accomplishments, his outstanding 
leadership, and his incredible military 
career. 

Brigadier General James P. Combs 
will always remain a soldier’s soldier 
and a true American hero. 

f 

CAP THE TAXACRATS AND TRADE 
THEM FOR OFFSHORE RIGS 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
this country has lost nearly 3 million 
jobs just this year. That’s over a mil-
lion more than the 2 million men, 
women, and children, including illegals 
living within the fourth largest city in 
the United States, namely, Houston, 
Texas. 

We are still buying oil from dictators 
who don’t like us because the enviro- 
elites are dead set on their none-of-the- 
above energy plan. No oil, no gasoline, 
no oil shale, no clean coal, no nuclear, 
no drilling, and that means no natural 
gas. Just what do they expect to use to 
power the Nation’s cities and industry? 

The taxacrats’ plan is simple: tax en-
ergy consumption. And because of 
these new taxes and higher energy 
costs, even more jobs are at risk. 

According to the National Black 
Chamber of Commerce, the national 
energy tax will cost another 2.5 million 
jobs in America. America cannot afford 
any more of this change. The cap-and- 
trade bill will cost jobs, raise taxes, 
raise the cost of energy, and, according 
to the Congressional Budget Office, 
won’t even significantly help the cli-
mate. 

The bill is bad for everybody except 
the enviro-elites who get more govern-
ment control over the rest of us. What 
we need to do is cap the taxacrats and 
trade them for some offshore rigs in 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

COMMENDING TULAROSA HIGH 
SCHOOL 

(Mr. TEAGUE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TEAGUE. Madam Speaker, I 
want to congratulate Tularosa High 
School in Tularosa, New Mexico, for re-
ceiving a bronze medal in U.S. News 
and World Report’s annual report of 
the best high schools in America. 

This award shows that Tularosa High 
School is serving all of its students 
well regardless of their backgrounds. 
Also, this means that the school is per-
forming well on a broad range of indi-
cators, not just one or two, and that 
the students learning there are getting 
the training that they need to do well 
in college. Tularosa High School not 
only performed well against its peers in 
New Mexico, but competed admirably 
with schools across the United States. 

Schools like Tularosa High School 
achieve such great distinctions because 
of the hard work and dedication of the 
teachers, staff, and administration. 
Their students also deserve to be com-
mended for fully taking advantage of 
all of the opportunities provided to 
them at Tularosa High School. It takes 
a team of hardworking folks to make 
this type of progress. 

I am honored to have schools like 
Tularosa High School in my district. I 
commend their achievement and wish 
them luck in replicating it again. 

f 

b 1030 

IRANIAN ELECTIONS: WHERE’S 
THE PROOF? 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Good morning, 
Madam Speaker. 

My colleagues, it is vital that the 
elected officials in the United States 
express their solidarity with those who 
peacefully advocate for freedom in 
Iran. 

It is clear that the votes in the Ira-
nian elections were manipulated. An 
analysis by the London-based Chatham 
House, a British think tank, found that 
the turnout in two provinces exceeded 
100 percent, along with other fraudu-
lent activities. How could they count 
40 million votes in 4 hours, many of 
them paper votes? 

Let’s see a list of registered voters 
and voter turnout by province and how 
these elections compare with earlier 
Iranian elections. These are crucial 
questions and considerations in deter-
mining the validity of these elections. 

I agree with the President that the 
disputed elections are a matter for the 
Iranians to resolve themselves. How-
ever, as a leader of the Free World, the 
President should have stepped up ear-
lier in support of the pro-democracy 
demonstrators and in condemning the 
attacks on them. And he should ask, 
Where is the proof? Where is the proof 
in the Iranian elections? 

f 

RECOGNIZING OUTGOING OFFI-
CIALS OF THE EIGHTH DISTRICT 
OF ILLINOIS 

(Ms. BEAN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. BEAN. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the outstanding contribu-
tions of the outgoing village presidents 
and mayors from the Eighth District of 
Illinois. 

In April, following municipal elec-
tions and retirements, many of our 
local leaders left office, including Bill 
Gentes from Round Lake, Scott Gifford 
from Deer Park, Keith Hunt from Haw-
thorn Woods, Dick Hyde from Wau-
kegan, Tom Hyde from Island Lake, 
Cindy Irwin from Fox Lake, Dorothy 
Larson from Antioch, Catherine 
Mechert from Bartlett, Ted Mueller 
from Hainesville, Rita Mullins from 
Palatine, Tim Perry from Grayslake, 
Virginia Povidas from Lakemoor, 
Salvatore Saccomanno from 
Wauconda, and John Tolomei from 
Lake Zurich. Their long-standing serv-
ice embodies what leadership is all 
about. 

Our mayors often serve as the voice 
of our local communities and are the 
closest contact for many residents on 
government issues. I thank them all 
for actively representing their cities 
and in their dealings with my office on 
Federal issues. I have enjoyed working 
with each and every one of them and 
wish them the best of success. They 
have assisted our office in better serv-
ing our communities and all Illinois 
families. 
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GUANTANAMO BAY 

(Mr. MORAN of Virginia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam 
Speaker, for weeks this body has been 
subjected to uninformed, false dema-
goguery with regard to President 
Obama’s effort to close the prison at 
Guantanamo Bay. 

I want to share some actual facts 
with regard to the people at Guanta-
namo Bay. There were 772 sent between 
the years 2001 and 2003. They are clear-
ly not the worst of the worst. Accord-
ing to the Department of Defense’s own 
Combatant Status Review Tribunal, 
only 8 percent of detainees were char-
acterized as fighters, 92 percent were 
not fighters. 

Of all the foreign nationals at Guan-
tanamo Bay, only 5 percent were cap-
tured by United States forces, 2 per-
cent by coalition forces, but 93 percent 
were turned in primarily by Pakistani 
forces in return for ransom, oftentimes 
for as much as $5,000. And from DoD 
records, a significant majority of the 
detainees are not even accused of com-
mitting a single hostile act. 

Madam Speaker, it is time to put 
aside the rhetoric and start informing 
our constituents. We are a better Na-
tion than the demagoguery we’ve been 
subjected to over Guantanamo Bay. 

f 

FINANCIAL EMERGENCY FACING 
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 

(Mr. TOWNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to talk about the financial 
emergency facing the postal service. 
We must act now to correct this prob-
lem. 

The postal service lost nearly $2 bil-
lion in the second quarter and expects 
to lose more than $6.5 billion in 2009, 
despite cutting billions in costs. It 
faces an unprecedented decline in mail 
volume due to the recession and the di-
version of mail to electronic commu-
nication. 

Uniquely, the postal service is re-
quired to pay over $5 billion annually 
into the Retiree Health Benefits Trust 
Fund, which is overfunded compared to 
similar companies. An inflexible law 
requires the postal service to shell out 
billions of dollars to prefund retiree 
benefits, regardless of economic or fi-
nancial conditions. 

The postal service expects a cash 
shortfall of $1.5 billion at the end of the 
fiscal year and might not be able to 
meet its financial obligations. This sit-
uation is a threat to postal employees 
and customers. We must act now to ad-
dress the financial emergency at the 
postal service and continue to work on 
its long-term challenges as well. 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker, we 
urgently need to fix health care for 
American families, for American busi-
nesses, and for our fiscal future. 

President Barack Obama and his 
Congress want to reduce your cost, 
offer you the choice of doctors and 
plans, and guarantee affordable quality 
health care for all. Cost less and cover 
more. Your choice: you have it, you 
like it, then you keep it. Security and 
peace of mind. Quality patient-cen-
tered care. 

We need a uniquely American solu-
tion that builds on the best of what 
works to foster competition among pri-
vate plans and provide patients with 
quality choices. We must ensure that 
every child in America is covered. We 
must invest in prevention and wellness. 
We must ensure that doctors and 
nurses get the information they need. 

Never again will your coverage be de-
nied, and never again will we have to 
make a life or a job decision based on 
coverage. 

Never let your family suffer financial 
catastrophe or bankruptcy because of 
high medical costs. 

f 

DEMOCRATS’ BROKEN PROMISES 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker and 
my colleagues, 3 years ago the Demo-
crat leadership, in their document ‘‘A 
New Direction,’’ made these promises: 
‘‘Every person in America has a right 
to have his or her voice heard. No 
Member of Congress should be silenced 
on the House floor.’’ 

Secondly: ‘‘Respectful of both the 
wishes of the Founders and the expec-
tations of the American people, we 
offer the following principles to restore 
democracy in the people’s House, guar-
anteeing that the voices of all people 
are heard.’’ 

And, thirdly, one of those principles 
was this: ‘‘Bills should generally come 
to the floor under a procedure that al-
lows for an open, full, and fair debate, 
consisting of a full amendment process 
that grants the minority its right to 
offer alternatives, including a sub-
stitute.’’ 

Madam Speaker, today, and over the 
last few months, the majority is break-
ing its promise. Why? Because Demo-
crats here in Congress just can’t spend 
taxpayer money fast enough. It is bad 
for taxpayers who are already paying 
too much, and it’s even worse for fu-
ture generations who will inherit the 
Democrats’ mountain of unsustainable 
debt. 

Americans want Democrats to stop 
the spending and start keeping their 
promises, like helping to create more 
jobs in America. Where are the jobs 

that the administration and Democrats 
in Congress promised? After we passed 
the stimulus bill, where are the jobs? 
We haven’t seen them yet. The Amer-
ican people deserve better, and Repub-
licans will continue to demand it. 

Madam Speaker, in my hand is the 
most dangerous credit card in the his-
tory of the world, it is also the most 
expensive: it is a voting card for Mem-
bers of Congress. This voting card this 
year has been used to rack up trillions 
of dollars worth of additional debt, ad-
ditional debt that our kids and our 
grandkids will be burdened under and 
will be imprisoned by. 

Listen, we’ve got important work to 
do here on the floor, such as the De-
fense Authorization bill that we are 
about to take up. Republicans have 
been working with Democrats on this 
bill to get it done in a bipartisan way. 
And I think we also have a responsi-
bility to protect taxpayers from Wash-
ington’s out-of-control spending. We 
take that seriously as well, and we will 
never yield in our effort to protect tax-
payers and future generations. 

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 96, nays 308, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 424] 

YEAS—96 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Clay 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 

Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
McCaul 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller, Gary 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Wamp 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—308 

Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 

Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 

Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
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Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Childers 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 

Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 

Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 

Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 

Wolf 
Woolsey 

Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—29 

Abercrombie 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Brady (TX) 
Campbell 
Cardoza 
Conyers 
Dicks 
Doyle 
Edwards (TX) 

Ellsworth 
Gerlach 
Hoyer 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Marchant 
McHenry 
Meek (FL) 
Rangel 
Ruppersberger 

Sarbanes 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Waxman 

b 1105 
Messrs. CUMMINGS, LUJÁN, 

BRALEY of Iowa, FARR, ELLISON, 
BUTTERFIELD, DENT, 
LUETKEMEYER, COSTELLO, TAY-
LOR, BRIGHT, BERRY, JOHNSON of 
Georgia, ADLER of New Jersey, 
COURTNEY, SERRANO and Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. DUNCAN, SCALISE, and 
GOODLATTE changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later today. 

f 

DISABLED MILITARY RETIREE 
RELIEF ACT OF 2009 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2990) to provide special pays 
and allowances to certain members of 
the Armed Forces, expand concurrent 
receipt of military retirement and VA 
disability benefits to disabled military 
retirees, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2990 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Disabled 
Military Retiree Relief Act of 2009’’. 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows: 
Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Table of contents. 
TITLE I—COMPENSATION AND BENEFITS 

FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
AND MILITARY RETIREES 

Subtitle A—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

Sec. 101. One-year extension of certain 
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for reserve forces. 

Sec. 102. One-year extension of certain 
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for health care profes-
sionals. 

Sec. 103. One-year extension of special pay 
and bonus authorities for nu-
clear officers. 

Sec. 104. One-year extension of authorities 
relating to title 37 consolidated 
special pay, incentive pay, and 
bonus authorities. 

Sec. 105. One-year extension of authorities 
relating to payment of other 
title 37 bonuses and special pay. 

Sec. 106. One-year extension of authorities 
relating to payment of referral 
bonuses. 

Sec. 107. Technical corrections and con-
forming amendments to rec-
oncile conflicting amendments 
regarding continued payment of 
bonuses and similar benefits for 
certain members. 

Subtitle B—Retired Pay Benefits 

Sec. 111. Recomputation of retired pay and 
adjustment of retired grade of 
Reserve retirees to reflect serv-
ice after retirement. 

Sec. 112. Election to receive retired pay for 
non-regular service upon retire-
ment for service in an active re-
serve status performed after at-
taining eligibility for regular 
retirement. 

Subtitle C—Concurrent Receipt of Military 
Retired Pay and Veterans’ Disability Com-
pensation 

Sec. 121. One-year expansion of eligibility 
for concurrent receipt of mili-
tary retired pay and veterans’ 
disability compensation to in-
clude all chapter 61 disability 
retirees regardless of disability 
rating percentage or years of 
service. 

TITLE II—FEDERAL EMPLOYEE 
BENEFITS 

Subtitle A—General Provisions 

Sec. 201. Credit for unused sick leave. 

Sec. 202. Limited expansion of the class of 
individuals eligible to receive 
an actuarially reduced annuity 
under the civil service retire-
ment system. 

Sec. 203. Computation of certain annuities 
based on part-time service. 

Sec. 204. Authority to deposit refunds under 
FERS. 

Sec. 205. Retirement credit for service of 
certain employees transferred 
from District of Columbia serv-
ice to Federal service. 

Subtitle B—Non-Foreign Area Retirement 
Equity Assurance 

Sec. 211. Short title. 

Sec. 212. Extension of Locality Pay. 

Sec. 213. Adjustment of special rates. 

Sec. 214. Transition schedule for locality- 
based comparability payments. 

Sec. 215. Savings provision. 

Sec. 216. Application to other eligible em-
ployees. 

Sec. 217. Election of additional basic pay for 
annuity computation by em-
ployees. 

Sec. 218. Regulations. 

Sec. 219. Effective dates. 

TITLE III—DEEPWATER OIL AND GAS RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FUNDING 
SOURCE REPEAL 

Sec. 301. Repeal. 
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TITLE I—COMPENSATION AND BENEFITS 

FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
AND MILITARY RETIREES 

Subtitle A—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

SEC. 101. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’: 

(1) Section 308b(g), relating to Selected Re-
serve reenlistment bonus. 

(2) Section 308c(i), relating to Selected Re-
serve affiliation or enlistment bonus. 

(3) Section 308d(c), relating to special pay 
for enlisted members assigned to certain 
high-priority units. 

(4) Section 308g(f)(2), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment bonus for persons without 
prior service. 

(5) Section 308h(e), relating to Ready Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for 
persons with prior service. 

(6) Section 308i(f), relating to Selected Re-
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for 
persons with prior service. 

(7) Section 910(g), relating to income re-
placement payments for reserve component 
members experiencing extended and frequent 
mobilization for active duty service. 
SEC. 102. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 

BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS. 

(a) TITLE 10 AUTHORITIES.—The following 
sections of title 10, United States Code, are 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’: 

(1) Section 2130a(a)(1), relating to nurse of-
ficer candidate accession program. 

(2) Section 16302(d), relating to repayment 
of education loans for certain health profes-
sionals who serve in the Selected Reserve. 

(b) TITLE 37 AUTHORITIES.—The following 
sections of title 37, United States Code, are 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’: 

(1) Section 302c-1(f), relating to accession 
and retention bonuses for psychologists. 

(2) Section 302d(a)(1), relating to accession 
bonus for registered nurses. 

(3) Section 302e(a)(1), relating to incentive 
special pay for nurse anesthetists. 

(4) Section 302g(e), relating to special pay 
for Selected Reserve health professionals in 
critically short wartime specialties. 

(5) Section 302h(a)(1), relating to accession 
bonus for dental officers. 

(6) Section 302j(a), relating to accession 
bonus for pharmacy officers. 

(7) Section 302k(f), relating to accession 
bonus for medical officers in critically short 
wartime specialties. 

(8) Section 302l(g), relating to accession 
bonus for dental specialist officers in criti-
cally short wartime specialties. 
SEC. 103. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY 

AND BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NU-
CLEAR OFFICERS. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’: 

(1) Section 312(f), relating to special pay 
for nuclear-qualified officers extending pe-
riod of active service. 

(2) Section 312b(c), relating to nuclear ca-
reer accession bonus. 

(3) Section 312c(d), relating to nuclear ca-
reer annual incentive bonus. 
SEC. 104. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES 

RELATING TO TITLE 37 CONSOLI-
DATED SPECIAL PAY, INCENTIVE 
PAY, AND BONUS AUTHORITIES. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-

cember 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’: 

(1) Section 331(h), relating to general bonus 
authority for enlisted members. 

(2) Section 332(g), relating to general bonus 
authority for officers. 

(3) Section 333(i), relating to special bonus 
and incentive pay authorities for nuclear of-
ficers. 

(4) Section 334(i), relating to special avia-
tion incentive pay and bonus authorities for 
officers. 

(5) Section 335(k), relating to special bonus 
and incentive pay authorities for officers in 
health professions. 

(6) Section 351(i), relating to hazardous 
duty pay. 

(7) Section 352(g), relating to assignment 
pay or special duty pay. 

(8) Section 353(j), relating to skill incen-
tive pay or proficiency bonus. 

(9) Section 355(i), relating to retention in-
centives for members qualified in critical 
military skills or assigned to high priority 
units. 
SEC. 105. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES 

RELATING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER 
TITLE 37 BONUSES AND SPECIAL 
PAY. 

The following sections of chapter 5 of title 
37, United States Code, are amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2010’’: 

(1) Section 301b(a), relating to aviation of-
ficer retention bonus. 

(2) Section 307a(g), relating to assignment 
incentive pay. 

(3) Section 308(g), relating to reenlistment 
bonus for active members. 

(4) Section 309(e), relating to enlistment 
bonus. 

(5) Section 324(g), relating to accession 
bonus for new officers in critical skills. 

(6) Section 326(g), relating to incentive 
bonus for conversion to military occupa-
tional specialty to ease personnel shortage. 

(7) Section 327(h), relating to incentive 
bonus for transfer between armed forces. 

(8) Section 330(f), relating to accession 
bonus for officer candidates. 
SEC. 106. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES 

RELATING TO PAYMENT OF REFER-
RAL BONUSES. 

The following sections of title 10, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’: 

(1) Section 1030(i), relating to health pro-
fessions referral bonus. 

(2) Section 3252(h), relating to Army refer-
ral bonus. 
SEC. 107. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS AND CON-

FORMING AMENDMENTS TO REC-
ONCILE CONFLICTING AMEND-
MENTS REGARDING CONTINUED 
PAYMENT OF BONUSES AND SIMI-
LAR BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN MEM-
BERS. 

(a) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS TO RECONCILE 
CONFLICTING AMENDMENTS.—Section 303a(e) 
of title 37, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and 
(3)’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘paragraph (3)(B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (4)(B)’’; 

(4) by redesignating paragraph (2), as added 
by section 651(b) of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2009 (Public Law 110–417; 122 Stat. 4495), 
as paragraph (3); and 

(5) by redesignating the second subpara-
graph (B) of paragraph (1), originally added 
as paragraph (2) by section 2(a)(3) of the Hub-
bard Act (Public Law 110–317; 122 Stat. 3526) 

and erroneously designated as subparagraph 
(B) by section 651(a)(3) of the Duncan Hunter 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2009 (Public Law 110–417; 122 Stat. 
4495), as paragraph (2). 

(b) INCLUSION OF HUBBARD ACT AMENDMENT 
IN CONSOLIDATED SPECIAL PAY AND BONUS AU-
THORITIES.—Section 373(b) of such title is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking the para-
graph heading and inserting ‘‘SPECIAL RULE 
FOR DECEASED AND DISABLED MEMBERS.—’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR MEMBERS WHO RE-
CEIVE SOLE SURVIVORSHIP DISCHARGE.—(A) If a 
member of the uniformed services receives a 
sole survivorship discharge, the Secretary 
concerned— 

‘‘(i) shall not require repayment by the 
member of the unearned portion of any 
bonus, incentive pay, or similar benefit pre-
viously paid to the member; and 

‘‘(ii) may grant an exception to the re-
quirement to terminate the payment of any 
unpaid amounts of a bonus, incentive pay, or 
similar benefit if the Secretary concerned 
determines that termination of the payment 
of the unpaid amounts would be contrary to 
a personnel policy or management objective, 
would be against equity and good conscience, 
or would be contrary to the best interests of 
the United States. 

‘‘(B) In this paragraph, the term ‘sole sur-
vivorship discharge’ means the separation of 
a member from the Armed Forces, at the re-
quest of the member, pursuant to the De-
partment of Defense policy permitting the 
early separation of a member who is the only 
surviving child in a family in which— 

‘‘(i) the father or mother or one or more 
siblings— 

‘‘(I) served in the Armed Forces; and 
‘‘(II) was killed, died as a result of wounds, 

accident, or disease, is in a captured or miss-
ing in action status, or is permanently 100 
percent disabled or hospitalized on a con-
tinuing basis (and is not employed gainfully 
because of the disability or hospitalization); 
and 

‘‘(ii) the death, status, or disability did not 
result from the intentional misconduct or 
willful neglect of the parent or sibling and 
was not incurred during a period of unau-
thorized absence.’’. 

Subtitle B—Retired Pay Benefits 
SEC. 111. RECOMPUTATION OF RETIRED PAY AND 

ADJUSTMENT OF RETIRED GRADE 
OF RESERVE RETIREES TO REFLECT 
SERVICE AFTER RETIREMENT. 

(a) RECOMPUTATION OF RETIRED PAY.—Sec-
tion 12739 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e)(1) If a member of the Retired Reserve 
is recalled to an active status in the Selected 
Reserve of the Ready Reserve under section 
10145(d) of this title and completes not less 
than two years of service in such active sta-
tus, the member is entitled to the recompu-
tation under this section of the retired pay 
of the member. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary concerned may reduce 
the two-year service requirement specified in 
paragraph (1) in the case of a member who— 

‘‘(A) is recalled to serve in a position of ad-
jutant general required under section 314 of 
title 32 or in a position of assistant adjutant 
general subordinate to such a position of ad-
jutant general; 

‘‘(B) completes at least six months of serv-
ice in such position; and 

‘‘(C) fails to complete the minimum two 
years of service solely because the appoint-
ment of the member to such position is ter-
minated or vacated as described in section 
324(b) of title 32.’’. 
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(b) ADJUSTMENT OF RETIRED GRADE.—Sec-

tion 12771 of such title is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Unless’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 

GRADE ON TRANSFER.—Unless’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
‘‘(b) EFFECT OF SUBSEQUENT RECALL TO AC-

TIVE STATUS.—(1) If a member of the Retired 
Reserve who is a commissioned officer is re-
called to an active status in the Selected Re-
serve of the Ready Reserve under section 
10145(d) of this title and completes not less 
than two years of service in such active sta-
tus, the member is entitled to an adjustment 
in the retired grade of the member in the 
manner provided in section 1370(d) of this 
title. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary concerned may reduce 
the two-year service requirement specified in 
paragraph (1) in the case of a member who— 

‘‘(A) is recalled to serve in a position of ad-
jutant general required under section 314 of 
title 32 or in a position of assistant adjutant 
general subordinate to such a position of ad-
jutant general; 

‘‘(B) completes at least six months of serv-
ice in such position; and 

‘‘(C) fails to complete the minimum two 
years of service solely because the appoint-
ment of the member to such position is ter-
minated or vacated as described in section 
324(b) of title 32.’’. 

(c) RETROACTIVE APPLICABILITY.—The 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect as of January 1, 2008. 
SEC. 112. ELECTION TO RECEIVE RETIRED PAY 

FOR NON-REGULAR SERVICE UPON 
RETIREMENT FOR SERVICE IN AN 
ACTIVE RESERVE STATUS PER-
FORMED AFTER ATTAINING ELIGI-
BILITY FOR REGULAR RETIREMENT. 

(a) ELECTION AUTHORITY; REQUIREMENTS.— 
Subsection (a) of section 12741 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO ELECT TO RECEIVE RE-
SERVE RETIRED PAY.—(1) Notwithstanding 
the requirement in paragraph (4) of section 
12731(a) of this title that a person may not 
receive retired pay under this chapter when 
the person is entitled, under any other provi-
sion of law, to retired pay or retainer pay, a 
person may elect to receive retired pay 
under this chapter, instead of receiving re-
tired or retainer pay under chapter 65, 367, 
571, or 867 of this title, if the person— 

‘‘(A) satisfies the requirements specified in 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of such section for en-
titlement to retired pay under this chapter; 

‘‘(B) served in an active status in the Se-
lected Reserve of the Ready Reserve after be-
coming eligible for retirement under chapter 
65, 367, 571, or 867 of this title (without regard 
to whether the person actually retired or re-
ceived retired or retainer pay under one of 
those chapters); and 

‘‘(C) completed not less than two years of 
satisfactory service (as determined by the 
Secretary concerned) in such active status 
(excluding any period of active service). 

‘‘(2) The Secretary concerned may reduce 
the minimum two-year service requirement 
specified in paragraph (1)(C) in the case of a 
person who— 

‘‘(A) completed at least six months of serv-
ice in a position of adjutant general required 
under section 314 of title 32 or in a position 
of assistant adjutant general subordinate to 
such a position of adjutant general; and 

‘‘(B) failed to complete the minimum years 
of service solely because the appointment of 
the person to such position was terminated 
or vacated as described in section 324(b) of 
title 32.’’. 

(b) ACTIONS TO EFFECTUATE ELECTION.— 
Subsection (b) of such section is amended by 
striking paragraph (1) and inserting the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) terminate the eligibility of the person 
to retire under chapter 65, 367, 571, or 867 of 
this title, if the person is not already retired 
under one of those chapters, and terminate 
entitlement of the person to retired or re-
tainer pay under one of those chapters, if the 
person was already receiving retired or re-
tainer pay under one of those chapters; and’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO REFLECT 
NEW VARIABLE AGE REQUIREMENT FOR RE-
TIREMENT.—Subsection (d) of such section is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘attains 60 
years of age’’ and inserting ‘‘attains the eli-
gibility age applicable to the person under 
section 12731(f) of this title’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘attains 
60 years of age’’ and inserting ‘‘attains the 
eligibility age applicable to the person under 
such section’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading for sec-

tion 12741 of such title is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 12741. Retirement for service in an active 

status performed in the Selected Reserve of 
the Ready Reserve after eligibility for reg-
ular retirement’’. 
(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec-

tions at the beginning of chapter 1223 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 12741 and inserting the fol-
lowing new item: 
‘‘12741. Retirement for service in an active 

status performed in the Se-
lected Reserve of the Ready Re-
serve after eligibility for reg-
ular retirement.’’. 

(e) RETROACTIVE APPLICABILITY.—The 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect as of January 1, 2008. 
Subtitle C—Concurrent Receipt of Military 

Retired Pay and Veterans’ Disability Com-
pensation 

SEC. 121. ONE-YEAR EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY 
FOR CONCURRENT RECEIPT OF 
MILITARY RETIRED PAY AND VET-
ERANS’ DISABILITY COMPENSATION 
TO INCLUDE ALL CHAPTER 61 DIS-
ABILITY RETIREES REGARDLESS OF 
DISABILITY RATING PERCENTAGE 
OR YEARS OF SERVICE. 

(a) PHASED EXPANSION CONCURRENT RE-
CEIPT.—Subsection (a) of section 1414 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(a) PAYMENT OF BOTH RETIRED PAY AND 
DISABILITY COMPENSATION.— 

‘‘(1) PAYMENT OF BOTH REQUIRED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 

(b), a member or former member of the uni-
formed services who is entitled for any 
month to retired pay and who is also entitled 
for that month to veterans’ disability com-
pensation for a qualifying service-connected 
disability (in this section referred to as a 
‘qualified retiree’) is entitled to be paid both 
for that month without regard to sections 
5304 and 5305 of title 38. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABILITY OF FULL CONCURRENT 
RECEIPT PHASE-IN REQUIREMENT.—During the 
period beginning on January 1, 2004, and end-
ing on December 31, 2013, payment of retired 
pay to a qualified retiree is subject to sub-
section (c). 

‘‘(C) PHASE-IN EXCEPTION FOR 100 PERCENT 
DISABLED RETIREES.—The payment of retired 
pay is subject to subsection (c) only during 
the period beginning on January 1, 2004, and 
ending on December 31, 2004, in the case of 
the following qualified retirees: 

‘‘(i) A qualified retiree receiving veterans’ 
disability compensation for a disability 
rated as 100 percent. 

‘‘(ii) A qualified retiree receiving veterans’ 
disability compensation at the rate payable 
for a 100 percent disability by reason of a de-
termination of individual unemployability. 

‘‘(D) TEMPORARY PHASE-IN EXCEPTION FOR 
CERTAIN CHAPTER 61 DISABILITY RETIREES; 
TERMINATION.—Subject to subsection (b), dur-
ing the period beginning on January 1, 2010, 
and ending on September 30, 2010, subsection 
(c) shall not apply to a qualified retiree de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) or (C) of para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(2) QUALIFYING SERVICE-CONNECTED DIS-
ABILITY DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘qualifying service-connected disability’ 
means the following: 

‘‘(A) In the case of a member or former 
member receiving retired pay under any pro-
vision of law other than chapter 61 of this 
title, or under chapter 61 with 20 years or 
more of service otherwise creditable under 
section 1405 or computed under section 12732 
of this title, a service-connected disability or 
combination of service-connected disabilities 
that is rated as not less than 50 percent dis-
abling by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

‘‘(B) In the case of a member or former 
member receiving retired pay under chapter 
61 of this title with less than 20 years of serv-
ice otherwise creditable under section 1405 or 
computed under section 12732 of this title, a 
service-connected disability or combination 
of service-connected disabilities that is rated 
by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs at the 
disabling level specified in one of the fol-
lowing clauses (and, subject to paragraph (3), 
is effective on or after the date specified in 
the applicable clause): 

‘‘(i) January 1, 2010, rated 100 percent, or a 
rate payable at 100 percent by reason of indi-
vidual unemployability or rated 90 percent 

‘‘(ii) January 1, 2011, rated 80 percent or 70 
percent. 

‘‘(iii) January 1, 2012, rated 60 percent or 50 
percent. 

‘‘(C) In the case of a member or former 
member receiving retired pay under chapter 
61 regardless of years of service, a service- 
connected disability or combination of serv-
ice-connected disabilities that is rated by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs at the dis-
abling level specified in one of the following 
clauses (and, subject to paragraph (3), is ef-
fective on or after the date specified in the 
applicable clause): 

‘‘(i) January 1, 2013, rated 40 percent or 30 
percent. 

‘‘(ii) January 1, 2014, any rating. 
‘‘(3) LIMITED DURATION.—Notwithstanding 

the effective date specified in each clause of 
subparagraphs (B) and (C) of paragraph (2), 
the clause shall apply only if the termi-
nation date specified in subparagraph (D) of 
paragraph (1) occurs during or after the cal-
endar year specified in the clause, except 
that, eligibility may not extend beyond the 
termination date.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO SPECIAL 
RULES FOR CHAPTER 61 DISABILITY RETIR-
EES.—Subsection (b) of such section is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR CHAPTER 61 DIS-
ABILITY RETIREES WHEN ELIGIBILITY HAS 
BEEN ESTABLISHED FOR SUCH RETIREES.— 

‘‘(1) GENERAL REDUCTION RULE.—The re-
tired pay of a member retired under chapter 
61 of this title is subject to reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38, but only to 
the extent that the amount of the members 
retired pay under chapter 61 of this title ex-
ceeds the amount of retired pay to which the 
member would have been entitled under any 
other provision of law based upon the mem-
ber’s service in the uniformed services if the 
member had not been retired under chapter 
61 of this title. 

‘‘(2) RETIREES WITH FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF 
SERVICE.— 

‘‘(A) BEFORE TERMINATION DATE.—If a mem-
ber with a qualifying service-connected dis-
ability (as defined in subsection (a)(2)) is re-
tired under chapter 61 of this title with fewer 
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than 20 years of creditable service otherwise 
creditable under section 1405 or computed 
under section 12732 of this title, and the ter-
mination date specified in subsection 
(a)(1)(D) has not occurred, the retired pay of 
the member is subject to reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38, but only to 
the extent that the amount of the member’s 
retired pay under chapter 61 of this title ex-
ceeds the amount equal to 21⁄2 percent of the 
member’s years of creditable service multi-
plied by the member’s retired pay base under 
section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of this title, which-
ever is applicable to the member. 

‘‘(B) AFTER TERMINATION DATE.—Sub-
section (a) does not apply to a member re-
tired under chapter 61 of this title with less 
than 20 years of service otherwise creditable 
under section 1405 of this title, or with less 
than 20 years of service computed under sec-
tion 12732 of this title, at the time of the re-
tirement of the member if the termination 
date in paragraph (1)(D) of such subsection 
has occurred.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO FULL CON-
CURRENT RECEIPT PHASE-IN.—Subsection (c) 
of such section is amended by striking ‘‘the 
second sentence of’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 

section is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 1414. Concurrent receipt of retired pay and 
veterans’ disability compensation’’. 
(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec-

tions at the beginning of chapter 71 of such 
title is amended by striking the item related 
to section 1414 and inserting the following 
new item: 

‘‘1414. Concurrent receipt of retired pay and 
veterans’ disability compensa-
tion.’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
January 1, 2010. 

TITLE II—FEDERAL EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 

SEC. 201. CREDIT FOR UNUSED SICK LEAVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8415 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating the second subsection 

(k) and subsection (l) as subsections (l) and 
(m), respectively; and 

(2) in subsection (l) (as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1))— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(l) In computing’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(l)(1) In computing’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) Except as provided in paragraph (1), in 

computing an annuity under this subchapter, 
the total service of an employee who retires 
on an immediate annuity or who dies leaving 
a survivor or survivors entitled to annuity 
includes the days of unused sick leave to his 
credit under a formal leave system and for 
which days the employee has not received 
payment, except that these days will not be 
counted in determining average pay or annu-
ity eligibility under this subchapter. For 
purposes of this subsection, in the case of 
any such employee who is excepted from sub-
chapter I of chapter 63 under section 
6301(2)(x) through (xiii), the days of unused 
sick leave to his credit include any unused 
sick leave standing to his credit when he was 
excepted from such subchapter.’’. 

(b) EXCEPTION FROM DEPOSIT REQUIRE-
MENT.—Section 8422(d)(2) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section 
8415(k)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1) or (2) of 
section 8415(l)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to annuities computed based on separations 
occurring on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 202. LIMITED EXPANSION OF THE CLASS OF 
INDIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE 
AN ACTUARIALLY REDUCED ANNU-
ITY UNDER THE CIVIL SERVICE RE-
TIREMENT SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8334(d)(2)(A)(i) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘October 1, 1990’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘March 1, 1991’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall be effective with re-
spect to any annuity, entitlement to which 
is based on a separation from service occur-
ring on or after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 203. COMPUTATION OF CERTAIN ANNUITIES 

BASED ON PART-TIME SERVICE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8339(p) of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(3) In the administration of paragraph 
(1)— 

‘‘(A) subparagraph (A) of such paragraph 
shall apply with respect to service performed 
before, on, or after April 7, 1986; and 

‘‘(B) subparagraph (B) of such paragraph— 
‘‘(i) shall apply with respect to that por-

tion of any annuity which is attributable to 
service performed on or after April 7, 1986; 
and 

‘‘(ii) shall not apply with respect to that 
portion of any annuity which is attributable 
to service performed before April 7, 1986.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall be effective with re-
spect to any annuity, entitlement to which 
is based on a separation from service occur-
ring on or after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 204. AUTHORITY TO DEPOSIT REFUNDS 

UNDER FERS. 
(a) DEPOSIT AUTHORITY.—Section 8422 of 

title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(i)(1) Each employee or Member who has 
received a refund of retirement deductions 
under this or any other retirement system 
established for employees of the Government 
covering service for which such employee or 
Member may be allowed credit under this 
chapter may deposit the amount received, 
with interest. Credit may not be allowed for 
the service covered by the refund until the 
deposit is made. 

‘‘(2) Interest under this subsection shall be 
computed in accordance with paragraphs (2) 
and (3) of section 8334(e) and regulations pre-
scribed by the Office. The option under the 
third sentence of section 8334(e)(2) to make a 
deposit in one or more installments shall 
apply to deposits under this subsection. 

‘‘(3) For the purpose of survivor annuities, 
deposits authorized by this subsection may 
also be made by a survivor of an employee or 
Member.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) DEFINITIONAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
8401(19)(C) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘8411(f);’’ and inserting 
‘‘8411(f) or 8422(i);’’. 

(2) CREDITING OF DEPOSITS.—Section 8422(c) 
of title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘Deposits 
made by an employee, Member, or survivor 
also shall be credited to the Fund.’’. 

(3) SECTION HEADING.—(A) The heading for 
section 8422 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 8422. Deductions from pay; contributions 

for other service; deposits’’. 
(B) The analysis for chapter 84 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 8422 and insert-
ing the following: 
‘‘8422. Deductions from pay; contributions 

for other service; deposits.’’. 

(4) RESTORATION OF ANNUITY RIGHTS.—The 
last sentence of section 8424(a) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘based.’’ and inserting ‘‘based, until the em-
ployee or Member is reemployed in the serv-
ice subject to this chapter.’’. 
SEC. 205. RETIREMENT CREDIT FOR SERVICE OF 

CERTAIN EMPLOYEES TRANS-
FERRED FROM DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA SERVICE TO FEDERAL SERVICE. 

(a) RETIREMENT CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who is 

treated as an employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment for purposes of chapter 83 or chap-
ter 84 of title 5, United States Code, on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act who 
performed qualifying District of Columbia 
service shall be entitled to have such service 
included in calculating the individual’s cred-
itable service under sections 8332 or 8411 of 
title 5, United States Code, but only for pur-
poses of the following provisions of such 
title: 

(A) Sections 8333 and 8410 (relating to eligi-
bility for annuity). 

(B) Sections 8336 (other than subsections 
(d), (h), and (p) thereof) and 8412 (relating to 
immediate retirement). 

(C) Sections 8338 and 8413 (relating to de-
ferred retirement). 

(D) Sections 8336(d), 8336(h), 8336(p), and 
8414 (relating to early retirement). 

(E) Section 8341 and subchapter IV of chap-
ter 84 (relating to survivor annuities). 

(F) Section 8337 and subchapter V of chap-
ter 84 (relating to disability benefits). 

(2) TREATMENT OF DETENTION OFFICER SERV-
ICE AS LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER SERVICE.— 
Any portion of an individual’s qualifying 
District of Columbia service which consisted 
of service as a detention officer under sec-
tion 2604(2) of the District of Columbia Gov-
ernment Comprehensive Merit Personnel Act 
of 1978 (sec. 1–626.04(2), D.C. Official Code) 
shall be treated as service as a law enforce-
ment officer under sections 8331(20) or 
8401(17) of title 5, United States Code, for 
purposes of applying paragraph (1) with re-
spect to the individual. 

(3) SERVICE NOT INCLUDED IN COMPUTING 
AMOUNT OF ANY ANNUITY.—Qualifying Dis-
trict of Columbia service shall not be taken 
into account for purposes of computing the 
amount of any benefit payable out of the 
Civil Service Retirement and Disability 
Fund. 

(b) QUALIFYING DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
SERVICE DEFINED.—In this section, ‘‘quali-
fying District of Columbia service’’ means 
any of the following: 

(1) Service performed by an individual as a 
nonjudicial employee of the District of Co-
lumbia courts— 

(A) which was performed prior to the effec-
tive date of the amendments made by section 
11246(b) of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997; 
and 

(B) for which the individual did not ever 
receive credit under the provisions of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code (other than by virtue 
of section 8331(1)(iv) of such title). 

(2) Service performed by an individual as 
an employee of an entity of the District of 
Columbia government whose functions were 
transferred to the Pretrial Services, Parole, 
Adult Supervision, and Offender Supervision 
Trustee under section 11232 of the Balanced 
Budget Act of 1997— 

(A) which was performed prior to the effec-
tive date of the individual’s coverage as an 
employee of the Federal Government under 
section 11232(f) of such Act; and 

(B) for which the individual did not ever 
receive credit under the provisions of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code (other than by virtue 
of section 8331(1)(iv) of such title). 
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(3) Service performed by an individual as 

an employee of the District of Columbia 
Public Defender Service— 

(A) which was performed prior to the effec-
tive date of the amendments made by section 
7(e) of the District of Columbia Courts and 
Justice Technical Corrections Act of 1998; 
and 

(B) for which the individual did not ever 
receive credit under the provisions of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code (other than by virtue 
of section 8331(1)(iv) of such title). 

(4) In the case of an individual who was an 
employee of the District of Columbia Depart-
ment of Corrections who was separated from 
service as a result of the closing of the 
Lorton Correctional Complex and who was 
appointed to a position with the Bureau of 
Prisons, the District of Columbia courts, the 
Pretrial Services, Parole, Adult Supervision, 
and Offender Supervision Trustee, the United 
States Parole Commission, or the District of 
Columbia Public Defender Service, service 
performed by the individual as an employee 
of the District of Columbia Department of 
Corrections— 

(A) which was performed prior to the effec-
tive date of the individual’s coverage as an 
employee of the Federal Government; and 

(B) for which the individual did not ever 
receive credit under the provisions of sub-
chapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title 
5, United States Code (other than by virtue 
of section 8331(1)(iv) of such title). 

(c) CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE.—The Office 
of Personnel Management shall accept the 
certification of the appropriate personnel of-
ficial of the government of the District of 
Columbia or other independent employing 
entity concerning whether an individual per-
formed qualifying District of Columbia serv-
ice and the length of the period of such serv-
ice the individual performed. 

Subtitle B—Non-Foreign Area Retirement 
Equity Assurance 

SEC. 211. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Non- 

Foreign Area Retirement Equity Assurance 
Act of 2009’’ or the ‘‘Non-Foreign AREA Act 
of 2009’’. 
SEC. 212. EXTENSION OF LOCALITY PAY. 

(a) LOCALITY-BASED COMPARABILITY PAY-
MENTS.—Section 5304 of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f)(1), by striking subpara-
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) each General Schedule position in the 
United States, as defined under section 
5921(4), and its territories and possessions, 
including the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands, shall be included within a pay 
locality;’’; 

(2) in subsection (g)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(ii) in subparagraph (B) by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding after subparagraph (B) the 

following: 
‘‘(C) positions under subsection (h)(1)(C) 

not covered by appraisal systems certified 
under section 5382; and’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) The applicable maximum under this 

subsection shall be level II of the Executive 
Schedule for positions under subsection 
(h)(1)(C) covered by appraisal systems cer-
tified under section 5307(d).’’; and 

(3) in subsection (h)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (D); 
(C) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 

following: 

‘‘(C) a Senior Executive Service position 
under section 3132 or 3151 or a senior level 
position under section 5376 stationed within 
the United States, but outside the 48 contig-
uous States and the District of Columbia in 
which the incumbent was an individual who 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
the Non-Foreign Area Retirement Equity As-
surance Act of 2009 was eligible to receive a 
cost-of-living allowance under section 5941; 
and’’; 

(D) in clause (iv) in the matter following 
subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘, except for 
members covered by subparagraph (C)’’ be-
fore the semicolon; and 

(E) in clause (v) in the matter following 
subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘, except for 
members covered by subparagraph (C)’’ be-
fore the semicolon. 

(b) ALLOWANCES BASED ON LIVING COSTS 
AND CONDITIONS OF ENVIRONMENT.—Section 
5941 of title 5, United States Code, is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding after the 
last sentence ‘‘Notwithstanding any pre-
ceding provision of this subsection, the cost- 
of-living allowance rate based on paragraph 
(1) shall be the cost-of-living allowance rate 
in effect on the date of enactment of the 
Non-Foreign Area Retirement Equity Assur-
ance Act of 2009, except as adjusted under 
subsection (c).’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) This section shall apply only to areas 
that are designated as cost-of-living allow-
ance areas as in effect on December 31, 2009. 

‘‘(c)(1) The cost-of-living allowance rate 
payable under this section shall be adjusted 
on the first day of the first applicable pay 
period beginning on or after— 

‘‘(A) January 1, 2010; and 
‘‘(B) January 1 of each calendar year in 

which a locality-based comparability adjust-
ment takes effect under section 214 (2) and 
(3) of the Non-Foreign Area Retirement Eq-
uity Assurance Act of 2009. 

‘‘(2)(A) In this paragraph, the term ‘appli-
cable locality-based comparability pay per-
centage’ means, with respect to calendar 
year 2010 and each calendar year thereafter, 
the applicable percentage under section 214 
(1), (2), or (3) of Non-Foreign Area Retire-
ment Equity Assurance Act of 2009. 

‘‘(B) Each adjusted cost-of-living allowance 
rate under paragraph (1) shall be computed 
by— 

‘‘(i) subtracting 65 percent of the applica-
ble locality-based comparability pay per-
centage from the cost-of-living allowance 
percentage rate in effect on December 31, 
2009; and 

‘‘(ii) dividing the resulting percentage de-
termined under clause (i) by the sum of— 

‘‘(I) one; and 
‘‘(II) the applicable locality-based com-

parability payment percentage expressed as 
a numeral. 

‘‘(3) No allowance rate computed under 
paragraph (2) may be less than zero. 

‘‘(4) Each allowance rate computed under 
paragraph (2) shall be paid as a percentage of 
basic pay (including any applicable locality- 
based comparability payment under section 
5304 or similar provision of law and any ap-
plicable special rate of pay under section 5305 
or similar provision of law).’’. 
SEC. 213. ADJUSTMENT OF SPECIAL RATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Each special rate of pay 
established under section 5305 of title 5, 
United States Code, and payable in an area 
designated as a cost-of-living allowance area 
under section 5941(a) of that title, shall be 
adjusted, on the dates prescribed by section 
214 of this subtitle, in accordance with regu-

lations prescribed by the Director of the Of-
fice of Personnel Management under section 
218 of this subtitle. 

(b) AGENCIES WITH STATUTORY AUTHOR-
ITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each special rate of pay 
established under an authority described 
under paragraph (2) and payable in a location 
designated as a cost-of-living allowance area 
under section 5941(a)(1) of title 5, United 
States Code, shall be adjusted in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the applicable 
head of the agency that are consistent with 
the regulations issued by the Director of the 
Office of Personnel Management under sub-
section (a). 

(2) STATUTORY AUTHORITY.—The authority 
referred to under paragraph (1), is any statu-
tory authority that— 

(A) is similar to the authority exercised 
under section 5305 of title 5, United States 
Code; 

(B) is exercised by the head of an agency 
when the head of the agency determines it to 
be necessary in order to obtain or retain the 
services of persons specified by statute; and 

(C) authorizes the head of the agency to in-
crease the minimum, intermediate, or max-
imum rates of basic pay authorized under ap-
plicable statutes and regulations. 

(c) TEMPORARY ADJUSTMENT.—Regulations 
issued under subsection (a) or (b) may pro-
vide that statutory limitations on the 
amount of such special rates may be tempo-
rarily raised to a higher level during the 
transition period described in section 214 
ending on the first day of the first pay period 
beginning on or after January 1, 2012, at 
which time any special rate of pay in excess 
of the applicable limitation shall be con-
verted to a retained rate under section 5363 
of title 5, United States Code. 
SEC. 214. TRANSITION SCHEDULE FOR LOCALITY- 

BASED COMPARABILITY PAYMENTS. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this subtitle or section 5304 or 5304a of title 
5, United States Code, in implementing the 
amendments made by this subtitle, for each 
non-foreign area determined under section 
5941(b) of that title, the applicable rate for 
the locality-based comparability adjustment 
that is used in the computation required 
under section 5941(c) of that title shall be ad-
justed effective on the first day of the first 
pay period beginning on or after January 1— 

(1) in calendar year 2010, by using 1⁄3 of the 
locality pay percentage for the rest of United 
States locality pay area; 

(2) in calendar year 2011, by using 2⁄3 of the 
otherwise applicable comparability payment 
approved by the President for each non-for-
eign area; and 

(3) in calendar year 2012 and each subse-
quent year, by using the full amount of the 
applicable comparability payment approved 
by the President for each non-foreign area. 
SEC. 215. SAVINGS PROVISION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the application of this subtitle to any 
employee should not result in a decrease in 
the take home pay of that employee; 

(2) in calendar year 2012 and each subse-
quent year, no employee shall receive less 
than the Rest of the U.S. locality pay rate; 

(3) concurrent with the surveys next con-
ducted under the provisions of section 
5304(d)(1)(A) of title 5, United States Code, 
beginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
should conduct separate surveys to deter-
mine the extent of any pay disparity (as de-
fined by section 5302 of that title) that may 
exist with respect to positions located in the 
State of Alaska, the State of Hawaii, and the 
United States territories, including Amer-
ican Samoa, Guam, Commonwealth of the 
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Northern Mariana Islands, Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and the United States Virgin 
Islands; 

(4) if the surveys under paragraph (3) indi-
cate that the pay disparity determined for 
the State of Alaska, the State of Hawaii, or 
any 1 of the United States territories includ-
ing American Samoa, Guam, Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands, Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, and the United States 
Virgin Islands exceeds the pay disparity de-
termined for the locality which (for purposes 
of section 5304 of that title) is commonly 
known as the ‘‘Rest of the United States’’, 
the President’s Pay Agent should take ap-
propriate measures to provide that each such 
surveyed area be treated as a separate pay 
locality for purposes of that section; and 

(5) the President’s Pay Agent will establish 
1 locality area for the entire State of Hawaii 
and 1 locality area for the entire State of 
Alaska. 

(b) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—During the period de-

scribed under section 214 of this subtitle, an 
employee paid a special rate under 5305 of 
title 5, United States Code, who the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act was el-
igible to receive a cost-of-living allowance 
under section 5941 of title 5, United States 
Code, and who continues to be officially sta-
tioned in an allowance area, shall receive an 
increase in the employee’s special rate con-
sistent with increases in the applicable spe-
cial rate schedule. For employees in allow-
ance areas, the minimum step rate for any 
grade of a special rate schedule shall be in-
creased at the time of an increase in the ap-
plicable locality rate percentage for the al-
lowance area by not less than the dollar in-
crease in the locality-based comparability 
payment for a non-special rate employee at 
the same minimum step provided under sec-
tion 214 of this subtitle, and corresponding 
increases shall be provided for all step rates 
of the given pay range. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF COST OF LIVING ALLOW-
ANCE RATE.—If an employee, who the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act was el-
igible to receive a cost-of-living allowance 
under section 5941 of title 5, United States 
Code, would receive a rate of basic pay and 
applicable locality-based comparability pay-
ment which is in excess of the maximum rate 
limitation set under section 5304(g) of title 5, 
United States Code, for his position (but for 
that maximum rate limitation) due to the 
operation of this subtitle, the employee shall 
continue to receive the cost-of-living allow-
ance rate in effect on December 31, 2009 with-
out adjustment until— 

(A) the employee leaves the allowance area 
or pay system; or 

(B) the employee is entitled to receive 
basic pay (including any applicable locality- 
based comparability payment or similar sup-
plement) at a higher rate, 
but, when any such position becomes vacant, 
the pay of any subsequent appointee thereto 
shall be fixed in the manner provided by ap-
plicable law and regulation. 

(3) LOCALITY-BASED COMPARABILITY PAY-
MENTS.—Any employee covered under para-
graph (2) shall receive any applicable local-
ity-based comparability payment extended 
under section 214 of this subtitle which is not 
in excess of the maximum rate set under sec-
tion 5304(g) of title 5, United States Code, for 
his position including any future increase to 
statutory pay limitations under 5318 of title 
5, United States Code. Notwithstanding para-
graph (2), to the extent that an employee 
covered under that paragraph receives any 
amount of locality-based comparability pay-
ment, the cost-of-living allowance rate under 
that paragraph shall be reduced accordingly, 
as provided under section 5941(c)(2)(B) of 
title 5, United States Code. 

SEC. 216. APPLICATION TO OTHER ELIGIBLE EM-
PLOYEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 

term ‘‘covered employee’’ means— 
(A) any employee who— 
(i) on the day before the date of enactment 

of this Act— 
(I) was eligible to be paid a cost-of-living 

allowance under 5941 of title 5, United States 
Code; and 

(II) was not eligible to be paid locality- 
based comparability payments under 5304 or 
5304a of that title; or 

(ii) on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act becomes eligible to be paid a cost- 
of-living allowance under 5941 of title 5, 
United States Code; or 

(B) any employee who— 
(i) on the day before the date of enactment 

of this Act— 
(I) was eligible to be paid an allowance 

under section 1603(b) of title 10, United 
States Code; 

(II) was eligible to be paid an allowance 
under section 1005(b) of title 39, United 
States Code; 

(III) was employed by the Transportation 
Security Administration of the Department 
of Homeland Security and was eligible to be 
paid an allowance based on section 5941 of 
title 5, United States Code; or 

(IV) was eligible to be paid under any other 
authority a cost-of-living allowance that is 
equivalent to the cost-of-living allowance 
under section 5941 of title 5, United States 
Code; or 

(ii) on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act— 

(I) becomes eligible to be paid an allowance 
under section 1603(b) of title 10, United 
States Code; 

(II) becomes eligible to be paid an allow-
ance under section 1005(b) of title 39, United 
States Code; 

(III) is employed by the Transportation Se-
curity Administration of the Department of 
Homeland Security and becomes eligible to 
be paid an allowance based on section 5941 of 
title 5, United States Code; or 

(IV) is eligible to be paid under any other 
authority a cost-of-living allowance that is 
equivalent to the cost-of-living allowance 
under section 5941 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(2) APPLICATION TO COVERED EMPLOYEES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, for purposes of this 
subtitle (including the amendments made by 
this subtitle) any covered employee shall be 
treated as an employee to whom section 5941 
of title 5, United States Code (as amended by 
section 212 of this subtitle), and section 214 
of this subtitle apply. 

(B) PAY FIXED BY STATUTE.—Pay to covered 
employees under section 5304 or 5304a of title 
5, United States Code, as a result of the ap-
plication of this subtitle shall be considered 
to be fixed by statute. 

(C) PERFORMANCE APPRAISAL SYSTEM.— 
With respect to a covered employee who is 
subject to a performance appraisal system no 
part of pay attributable to locality-based 
comparability payments as a result of the 
application of this subtitle including section 
5941 of title 5, United States Code (as amend-
ed by section 212 of this subtitle), may be re-
duced on the basis of the performance of that 
employee. 

(b) POSTAL EMPLOYEES IN NON-FOREIGN 
AREAS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1005(b) of title 39, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(b)’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘Section 5941,’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘Except as provided under paragraph (2), 
section 5941’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘For purposes of such sec-
tion,’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided 
under paragraph (2), for purposes of section 
5941 of that title,’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) On and after the date of enactment of 

the Non-Foreign Area Retirement Equity As-
surance Act of 2009— 

‘‘(A) the provisions of that Act and section 
5941 of title 5 shall apply to officers and em-
ployees covered by section 1003 (b) and (c) 
whose duty station is in a nonforeign area; 
and 

‘‘(B) with respect to officers and employees 
of the Postal Service (other than those offi-
cers and employees described under subpara-
graph (A)) of section 216(b)(2) of that Act 
shall apply.’’. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF COST OF LIVING ALLOW-
ANCE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this subtitle, any em-
ployee of the Postal Service (other than an 
employee covered by section 1003 (b) and (c) 
of title 39, United States Code, whose duty 
station is in a nonforeign area) who is paid 
an allowance under section 1005(b) of that 
title shall be treated for all purposes as if 
the provisions of this subtitle (including the 
amendments made by this subtitle) had not 
been enacted, except that the cost-of-living 
allowance rate paid to that employee— 

(i) may result in the allowance exceeding 
25 percent of the rate of basic pay of that 
employee; and 

(ii) shall be the greater of— 
(I) the cost-of-living allowance rate in ef-

fect on December 31, 2009 for the applicable 
area; or 

(II) the applicable locality-based com-
parability pay percentage under section 214. 

(B) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subtitle shall be construed to— 

(i) provide for an employee described under 
subparagraph (A) to be a covered employee 
as defined under subsection (a); or 

(ii) authorize an employee described under 
subparagraph (A) to file an election under 
section 217 of this subtitle. 
SEC. 217. ELECTION OF ADDITIONAL BASIC PAY 

FOR ANNUITY COMPUTATION BY EM-
PLOYEES. 

(a) DEFINITION.—In this section the term 
‘‘covered employee’’ means any employee— 

(1) to whom section 214 applies; 
(2) who is separated from service by reason 

of retirement under chapter 83 or 84 of title 
5, United States Code, during the period of 
January 1, 2010, through December 31, 2012; 
and 

(3) who files an election with the Office of 
Personnel Management under subsection (b). 

(b) ELECTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An employee described 

under subsection (a) (1) and (2) may file an 
election with the Office of Personnel Man-
agement to be covered under this section. 

(2) DEADLINE.—An election under this sub-
section may be filed not later than December 
31, 2012. 

(c) COMPUTATION OF ANNUITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under 

paragraph (2), for purposes of the computa-
tion of an annuity of a covered employee any 
cost-of-living allowance under section 5941 of 
title 5, United States Code, paid to that em-
ployee during the first applicable pay period 
beginning on or after January 1, 2010 through 
the first applicable pay period ending on or 
after December 31, 2012, shall be considered 
basic pay as defined under section 8331(3) or 
8401(4) of that title. 

(2) LIMITATION.—The amount of the cost-of- 
living allowance which may be considered 
basic pay under paragraph (1) may not ex-
ceed the amount of the locality-based com-
parability payments the employee would 
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have received during that period for the ap-
plicable pay area if the limitation under sec-
tion 214 of this subtitle did not apply. 

(d) CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DIS-
ABILITY RETIREMENT FUND.— 

(1) EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS.—A covered 
employee shall pay into the Civil Service Re-
tirement and Disability Retirement Fund— 

(A) an amount equal to the difference be-
tween— 

(i) employee contributions that would have 
been deducted and withheld from pay under 
section 8334 or 8422 of title 5, United States 
Code, during the period described under sub-
section (c) of this section if the cost-of-living 
allowances described under that subsection 
had been treated as basic pay under section 
8331(3) or 8401(4) of title 5, United States 
Code; and 

(ii) employee contributions that were actu-
ally deducted and withheld from pay under 
section 8334 or 8422 of title 5, United States 
Code, during that period; and 

(B) interest as prescribed under section 
8334(e) of title 5, United States Code, based 
on the amount determined under subpara-
graph (A). 

(2) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The employing agency of 

a covered employee shall pay into the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Retire-
ment Fund an amount for applicable agency 
contributions based on payments made under 
paragraph (1). 

(B) SOURCE.—Amounts paid under this 
paragraph shall be contributed from the ap-
propriation or fund used to pay the em-
ployee. 

(3) REGULATIONS.—The Office of Personnel 
Management may prescribe regulations to 
carry out this section. 
SEC. 218. REGULATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Personnel Management shall prescribe 
regulations to carry out this subtitle, includ-
ing— 

(1) rules for special rate employees de-
scribed under section 213; 

(2) rules for adjusting rates of basic pay for 
employees in pay systems administered by 
the Office of Personnel Management when 
such employees are not entitled to locality- 
based comparability payments under section 
5304 of title 5, United States Code, without 
regard to otherwise applicable statutory pay 
limitations during the transition period de-
scribed in section 214 ending on the first day 
of the first pay period beginning on or after 
January 1, 2012; and 

(3) rules governing establishment and ad-
justment of saved or retained rates for any 
employee whose rate of pay exceeds applica-
ble pay limitations on the first day of the 
first pay period beginning on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2012. 

(b) OTHER PAY SYSTEMS.—With the concur-
rence of the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management, the administrator of a 
pay system not administered by the Office of 
Personnel Management shall prescribe regu-
lations to carry out this subtitle with re-
spect to employees in such pay system, con-
sistent with the regulations prescribed by 
the Office under subsection (a). With respect 
to employees not entitled to locality-based 
comparability payments under section 5304 
of title 5, United States Code, regulations 
prescribed under this subsection may provide 
for special payments or adjustments for em-
ployees who were eligible to receive a cost- 
of-living allowance under section 5941 of that 
title on the date before the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 219. EFFECTIVE DATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided by 
subsection (b), this subtitle (including the 
amendments made by this subtitle) shall 

take effect on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(b) LOCALITY PAY AND SCHEDULE.—The 
amendments made by section 212 and the 
provisions of section 214 shall take effect on 
the first day of the first applicable pay pe-
riod beginning on or after January 1, 2010. 
TITLE III—DEEPWATER OIL AND GAS RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FUNDING 
SOURCE REPEAL 

SEC. 301. REPEAL. 
Effective October 1, 2010, section 999H of 

the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16378) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a), (b), (c), and 
(f); 

(2) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (a) and (b), respectively; 

(3) in subsection (a), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘obligated from the Fund under 
subsection (a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘available 
under this section’’; and 

(4) in subsection (b), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘In addition to other amounts that 
are made available to carry out this section, 
there’’ and inserting ‘‘There’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SKELTON. I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on then resolution under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2990, the Disabled Military Retiree 
Relief Act of 2009. The disabled vet-
erans tax has, for decades, prevented 
retirees from receiving the full benefits 
they have earned in military retired 
pay and veterans disability compensa-
tion. 

The one group of retirees that have 
endured great hardship but have been 
among the last to be embraced by re-
form is the disabled retiree with less 
than 20 years of service. 

This group of retirees has been ig-
nored by even the most reform-minded 
advocate until the Democratic Con-
gress acted to include them in the 
Combat-Related Special Compensation 
program when the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 
was adopted. And yet this group of re-
tirees has perhaps the most compelling 
story to tell. 

Many of these servicemembers were 
on track to serve a full military career 
but were blocked from serving 20 years 
because of their disabilities. It’s this 
group of retirees that were disabled at 
younger ages and often with young 
families. As a result, they are often the 
most financially stressed. 

The President took a definitive step 
forward in support of disabled retirees 
with less than 20 years of service when 

he proposed legislation in his budget 
request for fiscal year 2010. The Presi-
dent’s proposal would phase in full con-
current receipt of military retired pay 
and VA disability compensation for 
these deserving veterans over 5 years. 

We share the President’s view that 
our veterans and their families, and 
particularly disabled retirees with less 
than 20 years, have made tremendous 
sacrifices for our country, but this bill 
moves us closer to fulfilling the Presi-
dent’s plans and the commitment of 
Congress to give disabled veterans full 
access to the benefits they deserve. 

While H.R. 2990 is an important step, 
we must recognize that it is an incre-
mental step that reaches only the most 
severely disabled over the first year of 
the President’s phased implementation 
plan. Congress has been working to 
find a way to permanently eliminate 
the disabled veterans tax for many 
years, but finding this entitlement pro-
gram is an immensely difficult task. 
I’m grateful to all of my House col-
leagues who have worked to find the 
budget offsets needed to provide this 
temporary fix for our veterans. As we 
pursue this legislation, we will con-
tinue to do all we can to honor our 
country’s debt to our veterans and 
their families. 

I would note that H.R. 2990 also in-
cludes a number of valuable changes 
that enhance the Federal civilian re-
tirement benefits. In addition, the bill 
extends expiring authorities con-
cerning a wide variety of bonuses and 
special pays that are critical to mili-
tary recruiting and retention. 

H.R. 2990 is a good bill. It’s an impor-
tant bill that supports the President’s 
initiative regarding disabled retirees 
and fulfills the longstanding commit-
ment of Congress to provide for the 
welfare of disabled veterans. 

There still remains much to be done 
to find a permanent solution, and this 
bill provides the framework for our fu-
ture action. Our veterans have never 
quit on America, and you can be cer-
tain that we will never quit on our vet-
erans. I urge my colleagues to support 
the Disabled Military Retiree Relief 
Act of 2009. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to support 
H.R. 2990, the Disabled Military Retiree 
Relief Act of 2009. This bill has a num-
ber of good provisions dealing with 
military and civilian personnel, which 
I appreciate as a 31-year Army Na-
tional Guard veteran representing Par-
ris Island, the Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion at Beaufort, the Beaufort Naval 
Hospital, and Fort Jackson. 

I want to focus on one section of the 
bill that would provide concurrent re-
ceipt of Department of Defense dis-
ability pay and Veterans Administra-
tion disability pay to a small number 
of people discharged from the services 
with less than 20 years’ service because 
of injuries sustained while in the serv-
ice. 
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This section, which is but a ghost of 

the proposal submitted by President 
Obama, is a small but important step 
in expanding the population eligible for 
full concurrent receipt. I’m glad some 
progress is being made. 

What troubles and disappoints me 
most, however, is that this bill, which 
will be attached to the National De-
fense Authorization Act for 2010, could 
have done so much more had the Demo-
cratic leadership of the House made 
elimination of concurrent receipt and 
elimination of the widow’s tax a pri-
ority from the beginning of this Con-
gress. 

Instead, we were unable to even de-
bate my amendment at the full com-
mittee markup of the Defense Author-
ization dealing with concurrent re-
ceipt, the elimination of the Survivor 
Benefit Plan and Dependency and In-
demnity Compensation offset is a wid-
ow’s tax, the extension of health care 
to early retiring Reserve component 
members, and the use of the misnamed 
Reserve Fund in the budget resolution. 

I would note that since the introduc-
tion of the amendment, the Democratic 
leadership has found a way to fund H.R. 
2990, using resources and dollars out-
side the House Armed Services Com-
mittee jurisdiction to provide for just 9 
months of very limited concurrent re-
ceipt for disabled military retirees. 

While that is a step forward to elimi-
nating some of the injustice inflicted 
on disabled retirees, it does nothing to 
cure the injustice still being suffered 
by most persons losing their rightly 
earned benefits because of the remain-
ing concurrent receipt prohibitions. 

Had the House leadership seen elimi-
nating these injustices as a priority, 
they could have allocated a small per-
centage—less than 1 percent—nec-
essary in the $15 trillion they provided 
for government spending in 2010 to 2014. 
Or, they could have used the Reserve 
Fund authority as proposed in my 
amendment. 
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Instead we must settle for a small 

pittance for a small group of retirees. I 
hope that since the authority for this 
limited concurrent receipt is for only 9 
months, that the Democratic leader-
ship makes resolving all the concur-
rent receipt and SBP–DIC offset injus-
tices a real, not a symbolic, priority 
next year. As a Nation, we owe more 
than our gratitude to the brave men 
and women in uniform and their fami-
lies, past and present, for the sacrifices 
they make to protect our freedoms. I 
know firsthand of the courage of our 
troops. My late father-in-law Julian 
Dusenbury, a dedicated Marine, was 
awarded the Navy Cross for leading the 
capture of the Japanese headquarters 
of Shuri Castle in Okinawa. He was 
shot by a sniper, resulting in his being 
in a wheelchair for the rest of his life. 
He was grateful to have served Amer-
ica. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Georgia, Dr. BROUN. 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 73, nays 316, 
not voting 44, as follows: 

[Roll No. 425] 

YEAS—73 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Capito 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Clay 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Deal (GA) 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (CA) 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller, Gary 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 

Pitts 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Teague 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Turner 
Wamp 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—316 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 

Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 

Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 

NOT VOTING—44 

Bachus 
Berman 
Boucher 
Brady (TX) 
Burgess 
Campbell 
Cardoza 
Clarke 
Conyers 
Costa 
Delahunt 
Doyle 
Edwards (TX) 
Frank (MA) 
Gingrey (GA) 

Gohmert 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Higgins 
Hoyer 
Johnson (IL) 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Lucas 
Maloney 
Marchant 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McHenry 
Miller (NC) 

Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Olver 
Pascrell 
Sarbanes 
Shea-Porter 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Watson 
Waxman 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida) (during the vote). 
There are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 
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Messrs. BUYER, BONNER, BOYD, 
POMEROY, Mrs. BIGGERT, Messrs. 
PETERSON, CANTOR, DICKS, WEST-
MORELAND, and Ms. HIRONO changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 
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Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 425, I was attending a classified briefing. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

DISABLED MILITARY RETIREE 
RELIEF ACT OF 2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER). The gentleman from Mis-
souri has 16 minutes remaining; the 
gentleman from South Carolina has 
161⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This is a very, very important bill, 
particularly important to disabled 
American veterans. I notice we have 
had two adjournment motions already. 
I hope we can take this bill up because 
those young and young women deserve 
it. 

Special thanks to the Speaker, Lead-
er HOYER, Chairman TOWNS, Chairman 
SPRATT, Chairman RAHALL, Chairman 
GORDON, Chairman WAXMAN, Chairman 
MARKEY, Mr. LYNCH, SUSAN DAVIS, and 
Mr. EDWARDS for all the help that they 
have given us on this very complicated, 
very important matter for our disabled 
veterans. 

At this time, Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to my friend and colleague, 
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. TOWNS). 

Mr. TOWNS. I thank the gentleman 
from Missouri for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, as Chair of the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee, I rise in support of H.R. 
2990. I am pleased the legislation we 
are considering today will assist the 
men and women of our Armed Forces 
by permitting disabled military retir-
ees to receive both their disability 
compensation and their retired pay 
concurrently. 

Let me pause and thank Chairman 
SKELTON for working closely with the 
Oversight Committee on title II of this 
legislation. Title II makes several posi-
tive changes to the retirement system 
for Federal employees. These changes 
will enhance the system’s efficiency 
and effectiveness as a recruiting and 
management tool when we need to be 
attracting the best and the brightest to 
the Federal workforce. 

Most of title II’s provisions were in-
cluded in H.R. 1804, a bill I sponsored 
that passed the House by a unanimous 
voice vote on April 1. After passing the 
House, the retirement provisions were 
added to the landmark tobacco legisla-
tion that President Obama signed into 
law this week. Unfortunately, they 
were removed for procedural reasons in 
the Senate version of the tobacco bill 
that President Obama signed. 

I am delighted we have the oppor-
tunity to consider these measures 
again today. Title II includes provi-
sions to eliminate inconsistency in the 
way part-time service, breaks in serv-
ice, and unused sick leave are consid-
ered in calculating retirement benefits. 

These provisions will help employees 
and managers plan for a wave of up-
coming retirements and encourage 
highly talented individuals to return to 
government service. 

I thank the staff of both committees. 
I thank Chairman SKELTON for his sup-
port. And I urge all of my colleagues to 
vote for this very important legisla-
tion. And I hope that the other side 
stops calling for adjournments because 
this bill is very, very important and we 
need to move it forward. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I yield such time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HALL). 

b 1145 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I stand here to speak on this bill. I 
have some misgivings about it. But I 
intend to vote for this bill. I can’t vote 
against this bill because it benefits 
people that have served this country 
and that have suffered for this country. 
And I have never, in the 28 years I have 
been here, voted for a bill that affected 
adversely any veteran or any person 
that stood up for this country, and I 
admire and respect Mr. SKELTON, the 
author of this bill. I disagree with the 
way he has funded it and want to point 
that out. 

I would also point out that I have a 
letter addressed to Mr. SKELTON. He 
has not had the time to receive it be-
cause this bill was introduced yester-
day, and it is on the floor today. That 
is a little hasty. But this is an impor-
tant bill, and it is a bill that needs to 
be passed. But I’m torn today as I rise 
to speak on H.R. 2990. On the one hand, 
I support the revisions in the bill, re-
tired pay benefits for Reserve members 
and compensation and benefits for 
servicemembers. But where I’m torn is 
how the chairman, my good friend, Mr. 
SKELTON, chose to pay for the com-
pensation and benefits provided under 
the bill. 

I will first point out that this is a bill 
for the veterans, and this is a bill for 
those that probably without this bill 
would not have the assistance that 
they need, that they deserve and that 
they are entitled to. 

I would also say that as a veteran of 
World War II, and probably one of 
about four or five on this floor still 
here, five or six over in the Senate, 
there are not very many of us left, but 
I take no backseat to anybody in sup-
porting veterans. I have a veterans’ 
hospital that my predecessor, Sam 
Rayburn, provided and benefited. And I 
have had the pleasure of walking in a 
mass of walkathons to preserve that 
hospital, from Bonham, Texas, where 
Mr. Rayburn lived, to Dallas, to pro-
test cuts in it, as anybody here would. 
Anybody on this floor has to support 
the purpose of this bill, which is for 
those that are suffering. 

The major desire of those that have 
served in any war is that no other gen-
eration would have to fight such a war 
and that we remove the causes of war. 

And probably the greatest duty of a 
Member of Congress is to prevent a 
war. And how do you prevent a war? 
You prevent a war by removing the 
causes of it. And energy itself, or the 
lack of it, has been the cause of most 
wars that I know anything about. 
Japan didn’t hate this country. Japan 
loved this country. But our country 
had cut off their access to oil. They 
had 13 months’ national existence. We 
had to know that Japan would break 
out somewhere. That was a war over 
energy, not the hatred of the United 
States of America. Twelve or fourteen 
years ago, George Bush, Senior, sent 
450,000 of our troops over to Kuwait. 
That was not a battle for the emir of 
Kuwait. We don’t care anything at all 
about the emir of Kuwait. That was to 
keep a bad guy, Saddam Hussein, from 
getting his foot on half the known min-
eral reserves and energy of that area 
over there. That was a war for energy. 

So I have a bill that I passed. I passed 
it as a Democrat once, it failed, it 
didn’t get through. I passed it as a Re-
publican with Democratic and Repub-
lican support. It passed this body. The 
chairman, IKE SKELTON, voted for it at 
the time. And that bill is now under-
way. And I want to say a few words 
about that bill because I think you’re 
entitled to know, and I’m very hopeful 
that the other body will look closely at 
this. And I’m going to be working to-
ward that. I haven’t had the time or 
the opportunity to work toward it, and 
neither did I have the incentive to do 
anything to kill this bill. 

I urge everybody within the sound of 
my voice to vote for this bill and to 
commend IKE SKELTON for his leader-
ship and his devotion to the men and 
women that fight for this country and 
care for this country. 

I think unfortunately regarding this 
bill, he chose to redirect the funds 
which by law, Public Law 109–58, a law 
that passed the House 275–156, a law 
that Chairman SKELTON voted for, are 
reserved for the Ultra-Deepwater and 
Unconventional Onshore Natural Gas 
and Other Petroleum Research and De-
velopment Program, also known as sec-
tion 999. 

Now the hard, cold facts about it that 
brought that bill into being was that 
we can get energy up from the coastal 
waters. We can get it up to around 80 or 
90, 900 feet. And this bill, without the 
technology, could not get it to the sur-
face where we could benefit from it. 
But we knew that the energy was 
there. And we knew that technology 
was there. And the bill I introduced is 
not an energy bill nor a technology 
bill. It puts the two together. And it 
pays universities, and there are 26 uni-
versities in this country, and I’m going 
to mention some of those in a few min-
utes, that stepped forward, that are 
working within this bill and have put 3 
years work into it. 

I just think that we need to remem-
ber section 999. It has achieved a lot 
since its enactment. It passed, and it 
passed the bill. It was in the bill that 
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we passed, what, a year and a half ago, 
a consortium that administers the pro-
gram has grown to achieve over 140 en-
tities in 28 States, including 26 univer-
sities. Those 26 universities, I’m not 
going to recite all those universities, 
they are available and people know 
where they are and which they are, but 
I do want to point out just some of the 
universities: MIT—this is a list of them 
here—MIT; Florida International Uni-
versity; Louisiana State University; 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology; 
Mississippi State University. It goes on 
down: Rice University; Texas A&M; 
Texas Tech; Universities of Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Tulsa, Utah, Alaska- 
Fairbanks, Houston, Michigan, South 
Carolina, Southern California, West 
Virginia, and West Virginia State. 
Those are just some of the many insti-
tutions that are working within the 
confines of the bill that we passed. 

The consortium has awarded dozens 
of projects. These are underway. If you 
divert this money from this bill to sup-
port the bill that Mr. SKELTON has, 
these are the things that you’re knock-
ing out, an effort to find energy for 100 
years that this country needs, that 
would prevent us from having to pay 
foreign agents, Arab nations that we 
don’t trust and don’t trust us, those 
millions and trillions of dollars could 
stay here in this country. And the con-
sortium has awarded dozens of 
projects, including 43 research projects 
currently underway, with a total 
project value of nearly $60 million. 

Also, Madam Speaker, the value of 
the projects over and above the amount 
of annual funding for the projects, 
$37,500,000 was achieved because indus-
try believes in the value of the pro-
gram and has invested substantially in 
it, a testament to the work that the 
program has achieved to date. These 
projects were selected on a competitive 
basis from over 180 proposals totaling 
nearly $415 million. This program is 
underway and the projects awarded by 
the consortium include components 
that benefit dozens of universities 
throughout the country. In fact, the re-
search and development projects under-
taken through the program have in-
cluded the participation of nearly 1,500 
energy researchers from coast to coast. 
These are not the majors. These are lit-
tle people. These are for little people. 
These are for the American people. 
These are to prevent a war in the fu-
ture by providing the energy of today. 

Nearly 80 percent of the awards made 
through the section 999 program have 
gone to universities, nonprofit organi-
zations, national laboratories, and 
State institutions. 

Program awards have created high- 
tech and innovative domestic jobs. The 
National Energy Technology Labora-
tory has estimated that the awards 
would create 1,300 job years from re-
search alone. All the while, Madam 
Speaker, the research projects are aid-
ing the development of cleaner, safer, 
and more environmentally responsible 
domestic energy sources, and yes, hun-

dreds of years of energy that is there, 
we can bring to the top now that we 
couldn’t before. 

We get the technology. It doesn’t 
cost the taxpayers anything. We pay 
for the energy we get by the tech-
nology that gives us the ability to 
bring it up, ability we didn’t have—we 
couldn’t get the energy. With that 
technology, we can get that energy, 
and that is the thing that really breaks 
my heart to see us kill a program that 
is underway and is working. It is hun-
dreds of years of energy. 

I want to just point out one other 
thing. Section 999 does just the type of 
research that the Secretary of Energy, 
the Honorable Steven Chu, feels that 
the Federal Government should be sup-
porting, as he stated in a hearing ear-
lier this year as he testified before the 
House Science and Technology Com-
mittee. 

So this is a bill that is a wonderful 
bill. For the purpose of the bill, I sup-
port it. I’m going to vote for it. I urge 
everybody else to vote for it. But I urge 
you to work and look forward and find 
out for yourself the funds that are 
being utilized to take its place, already 
underway successfully and producing 
for us, not to throw it aside. There are 
surely other areas that we can find. 
And I will join Mr. SKELTON in that, as 
this thing goes to conference, if it goes 
to conference, or as it works its way 
through the other body. 

I thank you, and I thank Chairman 
SKELTON. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina, my 
friend, my colleague, the gentleman 
who is the chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget, Mr. SPRATT. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, I 
commend the gentleman for bringing 
the bill to the floor and I rise in strong 
support of the Disabled Military Re-
tiree Relief Act of 2009. 

This bill accomplishes several impor-
tant things. It enhances the benefits of 
Federal civil service retirees. It ex-
tends the bonuses available to our mili-
tary recruiters to ensure that they 
have the tools needed for recruitment 
and retention. But most importantly, 
this bill restores the benefits earned by 
a group of veterans who are particu-
larly deserving. The group I speak of is 
comprised of veterans who were medi-
cally retired with a disability and less 
than 20 years of service. These disabled 
veterans tend to be younger, and as a 
result, they tend to be less well off fi-
nancially. 

Reducing their earned benefits by off-
setting the receipt of one benefit 
against the other, retirement pay 
against VA disability benefits, does not 
strike them as fair. And we can under-
stand why. 

We first recognized their cause in the 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2008, when the Congress, Demo-
cratic Congress, fought to include them 
in the Combat Related Special Com-
pensation program. Now President 

Obama has asked us to take the cause 
one step further. He has asked us to 
provide concurrent receipt, phased in 
over a period of 5 years, for those vet-
erans who are medically retired with a 
disability rating and for whom no lon-
gevity requirement applies. This bill 
moves to fund the first year of that 
proposal. 

This legislation will go a long way 
towards showing these veterans that 
they have not been forgotten, their 
service has not been forgotten nor has 
their disability which they incurred in 
service. Specifically, this bill will re-
peal the offset, which has prevented 
medically retired veterans from con-
currently receiving their retirement 
pay and their VA disability compensa-
tion at the same time. 

Despite its high importance, please 
bear in mind that this is a 1-year solu-
tion. And there is a reason for that. We 
have a rule here called the PAYGO, 
pay-as-you-go rule, which basically 
says when you enhance or expand eligi-
bility for an entitlement program, you 
have to pay for it so that it will not 
worsen the deficit. 

In order to provide the offsets to 
keep from worsening the deficit as we 
undertook this very just adjustment of 
the veterans benefit program, we have 
had to look across the spectrum for dif-
ferent items. You just heard some of 
them read off by Mr. HALL a few min-
utes ago. We will have to, next year, do 
the same thing to continue this ben-
efit. And to expand the benefit we will 
have to look for even more. So it is not 
easy. It is not easy by any means. But 
it is worthy of these veterans who have 
done a yeoman service for their coun-
try, who have sustained wounds that 
they will bear for the rest of their life, 
and which have disability benefits 
which should not be offset. 

So this is a significant step forward, 
but it is a step that we have not yet 
completed. It is a step in the right di-
rection, but we still have a way to go. 
And next year we will have to revisit 
this again in order to renew this ben-
efit and in order to expand it for an-
other year. Nevertheless, this is a well- 
worked piece of legislation for a vet-
erans group that dearly deserves the 
benefits that it provides. 

I urge support for the bill. 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to my friend, my dear 
colleague, the chairwoman of the 
Armed Services Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Personnel, the gentlelady from 
California (Mrs. DAVIS). 

b 1200 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 2990, 
the Disabled Military Retiree Relief 
Act of 2009. 

I would like to echo the comments of 
Chairman SKELTON on the merits of 
this bill and to congratulate him for 
bringing this important measure to the 
floor. 
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The process of identifying and coordi-

nating the spending offsets was a long, 
hard struggle which demonstrates the 
resolve of the chairman and the Armed 
Services Committee as a whole to end 
the disabled veterans tax. 

The disabled veterans tax has been 
an economic burden on our military re-
tirees for far too long. This is espe-
cially true for the severely disabled 
military retirees that were denied to 
serve for a full 20-year career, and this 
bill provides immediate protection for 
the most severely disabled with ratings 
of 190 percent. 

Madam Speaker, this is not a perfect 
solution. The chairman and I and all of 
our colleagues on the Armed Services 
Committee want a full and permanent 
fix, but the task to find the needed off-
sets from entitlement accounts was a 
very difficult one. But no one, no one 
should doubt our resolve to bring full 
benefits to our disabled retirees. 

I want to assure other groups with 
issues that face the same daunting 
challenge to find entitlement funding 
offsets, that we have not forgotten 
your causes. Today we have focused on 
disabled retirees, but we are fully 
aware that more needs to be done to (1) 
fix the SBP/DIC offset; (2) enhance re-
serve retirement benefits; (3) protect 
health care benefits; and (4) eliminate 
the disabled veteran’s disability tax for 
those disabled retirees who are not ad-
dressed by H.R. 2990. 

We will continue to search for the 
necessary offsets to resolve each and 
every one of these programs as soon as 
possible. 

Madam Speaker, Democrats have 
much to be proud about in our efforts 
to eliminate the veterans disability 
tax. We are again taking a leadership 
role in providing the benefits that our 
disabled military retirees deserve. H.R. 
2990 is a good bill that keeps faith with 
our veterans. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Disabled Military Retiree Relief Act of 
2009. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, this 
bill is a tribute to excellent Armed 
Services Committee staff work, and I 
wish to acknowledge the fact that so 
many, supporting both Democrats and 
Republicans, did yeomen’s work on 
this: Erin Conaton, Bob Simmons, 
Debra Wada, Mike Higgins, John 
Chapla, Jeanette James, and Eryn Rob-
inson did a masterful job in gluing a 
very complicated and difficult bill to-
gether, and I want to publicly thank 
them. 

At this time, I want to yield 1 minute 
to my friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, who is also a 
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank the chairman, the staff, 
and other Members for the work that 
has been done in order to provide this 
relief to the disabled veterans tax. I 

would like to encourage all Members 
and all veterans to call the failure or 
the inability of those who are entitled 
to concurrent receipt of retirement 
benefits and disability benefits to call 
this the disabled veterans tax, a term 
that was coined about 6 years ago. 
More and more veterans are using that 
term. And as we use at that term and 
get this thing labeled the way it should 
be, as a disabled veterans tax, I am 
convinced that over the years we will 
find the offsets that are needed in order 
to completely eliminate this unfair tax 
on disabled veterans. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I thank you. 
Without your due diligence here and an 
awful lot of work by staff, we wouldn’t 
be able to make the inroads that we 
have made this time around. An awful 
lot of credit goes to you. 

Mr. SKELTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

At this time I yield to my colleague, 
my friend, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. LYNCH) 2 minutes, who is 
also the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, Post-
al Service and the District of Columbia 
on the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to thank Chairman TOWNS and 
Chairman SKELTON for their leadership 
on this bill, H.R. 2990, and I am pleased 
to be a cosponsor of this bill. There is 
a saying which is true, that we can 
never fully repay our men and women 
in uniform for what they have given to 
our Nation. We can never fully repay 
them for their sacrifice and their serv-
ice. But I am happy to say that Chair-
man SKELTON is trying his best, along 
with Chairman TOWNS and the ranking 
member, to do just that. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
the Federal Workforce, Postal Service 
and the District of Columbia, I am de-
lighted that key civil service retire-
ment provisions are also approved by 
this Chamber included in the measure 
being considered today. 

Federal employee and postal unions, 
as well as employee retiree and man-
agement groups, all support these pro-
visions. These provisions will improve 
the Federal Employee Retirement Sys-
tem by providing workers with retire-
ment credit for unused sick leave. Ad-
ditionally, the civil service retirement 
annuity calculations problem for those 
employees who wish to phase down to 
part-time work at the end of their Fed-
eral careers will also be rectified. The 
Office of Personnel Management has 
long supported this fix as a way to re-
tain the skilled and knowledgeable em-
ployees who are nearing the end of 
their careers at a time of a more ma-
ture Federal workforce. The govern-
ment, as an employer, must take the 
lead in addressing these workplace re-
alities. 

This bill will also provide retirement 
credit for hundreds of D.C. Government 
employees who now serve as Federal 
employees. I would like to make it 
clear that these retirement provisions 

are paid for by treating Federal work-
ers in Hawaii, Alaska, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands and the 
Northern Mariana Islands the same as 
all other Federal employees, and I look 
forward to working with the respective 
delegates of those areas on this issue. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, at 
this time I yield 1 minute to my friend, 
my colleague, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. SCOTT) who is the vice 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Terrorism and Non-
proliferation and International Trade. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. I thank 
Chairman SKELTON for giving me this 
opportunity to speak on behalf of this 
very important and timely bill. I also 
want to commend President Obama 
and Speaker PELOSI for the leadership 
they have provided. 

This is my 8th year in Congress, and 
for each of these 8 years I have worked 
hard on this bill of concurrent receipts. 
I can’t think of a more important bill 
that we could offer at this time as we 
approach the Fourth of July when this 
Nation celebrates its independence and 
freedom. At the forefront of that, the 
reason we are able to celebrate this 
independence and freedom is because of 
the soldiers and our veterans. And we 
have long felt that it is not fair nor 
right if our soldiers are injured and dis-
abled, and if they have to leave service, 
why should they have to choose be-
tween a retirement pay and disability. 

What we are saying with this meas-
ure is the right thing to do, is to make 
sure our soldiers have both. I urge a 
unanimous vote for this. Every Mem-
ber of this Chamber should vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this important bill. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, in conclusion, again I 
would like to commend the chairman 
for H.R. 2990. This is a step forward, 
but I am confident that all of us, that 
we can work together for more. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 

have no more requests for time on our 
side and I wish to thank the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) for 
his excellent cooperation and hard 
work to make this bill a reality. We 
are most appreciative. Again, I thank 
all of those who worked on this very 
complicated piece of legislation, and 
other kudos to the Armed Services 
staff on both sides of the aisle. It is 
very important. It is very important 
for our veterans, particularly those dis-
abled veterans who have had less than 
20 years of service. It treats them as 
they should be treated. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 2990 to provide 
special pays and allowances to certain mem-
bers of the Armed Forces, expand concurrent 
receipt of military retirement and VA disability 
benefits to disabled military retirees, and for 
other purposes. I want to thank my good 
friend from Missouri, the Chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee Mr. SKELTON, and 
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all the cosponsors of this important legislation. 
I want to thank you especially for including in 
this bill, provisions to extend locality pay to 
federal employees in Alaska, Hawaii, and the 
Territories. 

Mr. Speaker, federal employees in American 
Samoa are not getting fair treatment. To date, 
American Samoa is the only non-foreign area 
in which federal employees do not receive a 
cost-of-living allowance. Notwithstanding that 
by law, federal employees in the U.S. Territory 
of American Samoa are eligible to receive 
COLA payments, under OPM regulations 
American Samoa is not listed as a COLA-des-
ignated area. Given that American Samoa 
faces many of the same issues driving higher 
prices for goods, services, and travel that face 
other territories in similar situations, it seems 
discriminatory that the Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) has chosen not to pro-
vide COLA to federal employees in American 
Samoa. 

Further exacerbating the problem is the fact 
that ‘‘post differential’’ compensation is paid to 
federal employees who are working in Amer-
ican Samoa who have come in from other 
areas of the country. And so the only non-for-
eign area federal employees who do not re-
ceive any additional compensation are those 
federal employees from American Samoa, 
working in American Samoa. 

All current and future employees in the non- 
foreign areas who are eligible to receive a 
COLA, whether or not they actually do receive 
it, are covered by this legislation and would 
therefore receive locality pay under this bill. 
Under this measure, federal employees in 
American Samoa will receive 12.9 percent lo-
cality pay received by the rest of the US. 

Locality pay will be extended to GS employ-
ees, administrative law judges, members of 
the Senior Executive Service, senior level and 
senior technical (SL/ST) employees, adminis-
tratively determined employees, GS employ-
ees that do not receive COLA, and employees 
in agencies with unique personnel systems 
such as the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration, DoD, the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, the Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
those agencies covered by the Financial Insti-
tution, Reform, Recovery and Enforcement 
Act. 

This is a very important legislation for all 
federal employees and especially my constitu-
ents in the U.S. Territory of American Samoa, 
and I urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 2990. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 2990, the Disabled 
Military Retiree Relief Act of 2009. This impor-
tant legislation will finally address the issue of 
concurrent receipt, as well as other significant 
issues that plague public employees. One key 
issue affecting federal employees in Hawaii is 
the long-awaited transition from a Cost of Liv-
ing Allowance (COLA) to locality pay, as is 
currently used on the mainland United States. 

Equitable retirement pay for federal employ-
ees outside the contiguous 48 states is a con-
cern shared by the approximately 50,000 civil 
servants living in Alaska, Hawaii and the U.S. 
territories. The current cost of living adjust-
ment (COLA) provided to federal employees 
outside the continental United States has cre-
ated a retirement inequity between them and 
their mainland counterparts. If federal service 
in non-contiguous areas is seen as a det-
riment to future financial security, our govern-
ment will have an increasingly difficult time at-

tracting and retaining the very best personnel. 
Further, federal workers should not have to re-
sort to completing their final years of service 
on the mainland just to earn adequate retire-
ment pay. 

I think this bill is an important step in ad-
dressing the inequality between those serving 
in the continental United States and those in 
more remote locations, such as Alaska, Ha-
waii and the territories. Federal employees 
throughout the nation are making an equal 
contribution to the health, well-being and secu-
rity of our nation. Regardless of where they 
live, they deserve equal treatment and should 
not be penalized in their retirement for choos-
ing to contribute to the local communities out-
side the 48 contiguous states. 

I believe that all federal employees will be 
better off under this bill than under the COLA 
system because their entire pay will now be 
counted toward their retirement benefits. 
Moreover, with COLA rates scheduled to de-
crease for many locations this year, and terri-
tories such as American Samoa receiving 
none, now is the time to act. 

Please join me in supporting H.R. 2990 and 
ensuring retirement equity for all federal em-
ployees regardless of their location. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, whenever 
an opportunity arises for the Congress to step 
forward and act to ensure that our veterans 
receive the full benefits they have earned, this 
Member is at the front of the line. 

So when I was made aware of the need for 
monies to offset the cost of H.R. 2990, the 
Disabled Military Relief Act, I was proud to 
find the funds within the jurisdiction of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee which I chair. 

Most Americans, I believe, see it as deeply 
unfair and certainly counter to American val-
ues that disabled veterans would be penalized 
with cuts in benefits when they also receive 
retirement pay. That policy does not reflect the 
thanks of a grateful nation. That is a practice 
that must be stopped. 

Toward that end, I have been glad to sup-
port the use of $50 million in receipts from the 
Ultra-Deepwater and Unconventional Natural 
Gas and Other Petroleum Resources Program 
to help in the short-term provide our veterans 
with full access to the benefits they so rightly 
deserve. While this legislation represents a 
temporary one-year fix, I look forward to the 
opportunity to support a permanent solution. 

There are those who may decry the use of 
those funds to pay for veterans benefits and 
who will complain that this offset is too costly 
to the oil and gas industry. 

In response I point out an Associated Press 
article from earlier this month, which reported 
that the oil and gas industry has accelerated 
its spending on lobbying during this year faster 
than any other industry. In fact, Big Oil spent 
$44.5 million lobbying Congress and federal 
agencies in just the first three months of this 
year. 

Madam Speaker, if those lucrative, multi-
national firms would simply call off their highly 
paid, smartly dressed lobbyists for three-and- 
a-half-month, this offset would be entirely cov-
ered. In essence, this amounts to a choice be-
tween three-and-a-half months of pay of deep- 
pocketed lobbyists and the debt we owe our 
veterans. 

Madam Speaker, I stand with America’s vet-
erans. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Madam Speaker, I rise to 
express my concern with Subtitle B of Title II 

of H.R. 2990, entitled ‘‘Non-Foreign Area Re-
tirement Equity Assurance.’’ This Subtitle 
would transition federal employees in certain 
non-foreign areas, including Puerto Rico, from 
non-foreign cost-of-living allowances 
(‘‘COLAs’’) to locality pay. The legislation is no 
doubt the result of a well-meaning effort to 
create uniformity in how various areas of the 
contiguous and non-foreign areas of the 
United States are treated. However, because 
the legislation would significantly change the 
system governing pay and benefits for af-
fected federal employees, a full vetting of this 
issue—including the holding of a hearing—is 
necessary before the House can prudently 
consider the legislation. 

More than 41,000 white-collar federal civil-
ian employees are stationed in the following 
‘‘non-foreign’’ areas outside the contiguous 
United States: Alaska, Hawaii, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of Northern Mariana Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. 
These employees receive non-foreign COLAs, 
in addition to their regular pay, to compensate 
them for the higher living costs they face in 
the non-foreign areas. 

Replacing non-foreign COLAs with locality 
pay would represent a significant change to 
the manner in which pay, retirement, and 
other benefits are calculated. First, non-foreign 
COLAs and locality pay are calculated accord-
ing to two different measurements. Non-for-
eign COLAs are based on cost-of-living dif-
ferences between the affected areas and 
Washington, DC. By contrast, locality pay is 
based on cost-of-labor differences between 
federal and nonfederal workers in the same 
geographic area. Second, a non-foreign COLA 
is not added to an employee’s basic rate of 
pay when calculating retirement and other 
benefits. Locality pay, by contrast, is counted 
toward those benefits. Third, COLA payments 
may not be taxed at the federal level; locality 
pay is federally taxed. 

Because these differences between non-for-
eign COLAs and locality pay would have a 
substantial impact on the manner in which a 
federal employee’s pay and other benefits are 
calculated, it is imperative that Congress care-
fully examine this legislation. In particular, con-
cerns have been raised that the legislation 
may not sufficiently address the varying labor 
markets in the territories, which could result in 
decreased locality pay levels or reduced local-
ity pay rates being applied in the territories. At 
this time, I am not in a position to fully assess 
the merits of these claims. However, this is 
precisely why a hearing by the committee of 
jurisdiction is necessary. The House Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
and its Federal Workforce Subcommittee are 
well-positioned to address the concerns that 
have been expressed. However, by consid-
ering this legislation under suspension of the 
rules and outside the House’s normal proce-
dures, the House has taken away this impor-
tant opportunity. 

Too much is at stake for the Congress to 
act in such a hasty manner. I urge my col-
leagues to reconsider the House’s approach to 
this legislation. 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SKELTON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2990. 
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The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has agreed to 
the following resolution: 

S. RES. 202 
In the Senate of the United States, June 

24, 2009. 
Resolved, That a summons shall be 

issued which commands Samuel B. 
Kent to file with the Secretary of the 
Senate an answer to the articles of im-
peachment no later than July 2, 2009, 
and thereafter to abide by, obey, and 
perform such orders, directions, and 
judgments as the Senate shall make in 
the premises, according to the Con-
stitution and laws of the United 
States. 

SEC. 2. The Sergeant at Arms is au-
thorized to utilize the services of the 
Deputy Sergeant at Arms or another 
employee of the Senate in serving the 
summons. 

SEC. 3. The Secretary shall notify the 
House of Representatives of the filing 
of the answer and shall provide a copy 
of the answer to the House. 

SEC. 4. The Managers on the part of 
the House may file with the Secretary 
of the Senate a replication no later 
than July 7, 2009. 

SEC. 5. The Secretary shall notify 
counsel for Samuel B. Kent of the fil-
ing of a replication, and shall provide 
counsel with a copy. 

SEC. 6. The Secretary shall provide 
the answer and the replication, if any, 
to the Presiding Officer of the Senate 
on the first day the Senate is in session 
after the Secretary receives them, and 
the Presiding Officer shall cause the 
answer and replication, if any, to be 
printed in the Senate Journal and in 
the Congressional Record. If a timely 
answer has not been filed, the Pre-
siding Officer shall cause a plea of not 
guilty to be entered. 

SEC. 7. The articles of impeachment, 
the answer, and the replication, if any, 
together with the provisions of the 
Constitution on impeachment, and the 
Rules of Procedure and Practice in the 
Senate When Sitting on Impeachment 
Trials, shall be printed under the direc-
tion of the Secretary as a Senate docu-
ment. 

SEC. 8. The provisions of this resolu-
tion shall govern notwithstanding any 
provisions to the contrary in the Rules 
of Procedure and Practice in the Sen-
ate When Sitting on Impeachment 
Trials. 

SEC. 9. The Secretary shall notify the 
House of Representatives of this reso-
lution. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has agreed to the following res-
olution: 

S. RES. 203 
In the Senate of the United States, June 

24, 2009. 
Resolved, That pursuant to Rule XI of the 

Rules of Procedure and Practice in the Sen-
ate When Sitting on Impeachment Trials, 
the Presiding Officer shall appoint a com-
mittee of twelve senators to perform the du-
ties and to exercise the powers provided for 
in the rule. 

SEC. 2. The majority and minority leader 
shall each recommend six members and a 
chairman and vice chairman respectively to 
the Presiding Officer for appointment to the 
committee. 

SEC. 3. The committee shall be deemed to 
be a standing committee of the Senate for 
the purpose of reporting to the Senate reso-
lutions for the criminal or civil enforcement 
of the committee’s subpoenas or orders, and 
for the purpose of printing reports, hearings, 
and other documents for submission to the 
Senate under Rule XI. 

SEC. 4. During proceedings conducted 
under Rule XI the chairman of the com-
mittee is authorized to waive the require-
ment under the Rules of Procedure and Prac-
tice in the Senate When Sitting on Impeach-
ment Trials that questions by a Senator to a 
witness, a manager, or counsel shall be re-
duced to writing and put by the Presiding Of-
ficer. 

SEC. 5. In addition to a certified copy of 
the transcript of the proceedings and testi-
mony had and given before it, the committee 
is authorized to report to the Senate a state-
ment of facts that are uncontested and a 
summary, with appropriate references to the 
record, of evidence that the parties have in-
troduced on contested issues of fact. 

SEC. 6. The actual and necessary expenses 
of the committee, including the employment 
of staff at an annual rate of pay, and the em-
ployment of consultants with prior approval 
of the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion at a rate not to exceed the maximum 
daily rate for a standing committee of the 
Senate, shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate from the appropriation 
account ‘‘Miscellaneous Items’’ upon vouch-
ers approved by the chairman of the com-
mittee, except that no voucher shall be re-
quired to pay the salary of any employee 
who is compensated at an annual rate of pay. 

SEC. 7. The Committee appointed pursuant 
to section one of this resolution shall termi-
nate no later than 45 days after the pro-
nouncement of judgment by the Senate on 
the articles of impeachment. 

SEC. 8. The Secretary shall notify the 
House of Representatives and counsel for 
Judge Samuel B. Kent of this resolution. 

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 26, nays 361, 
not voting 46, as follows: 

[Roll No. 426] 

YEAS—26 

Bartlett 
Boehner 
Bright 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Clay 
Coffman (CO) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 

Gordon (TN) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hinchey 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Pitts 

Sensenbrenner 
Simpson 
Souder 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—361 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 

Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
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Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 

Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 

Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—46 

Bachus 
Berry 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capuano 
Cole 
Conyers 
Davis (IL) 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Engel 
Fleming 
Frank (MA) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Halvorson 
Higgins 

Hoyer 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Matheson 
McCotter 
McHenry 
Meeks (NY) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Tim 
Paul 
Pence 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rangel 
Rogers (AL) 
Ross 

Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Speier 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tierney 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Watson 

b 1235 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mrs. 

MCMORRIS RODGERS, Messrs. GARY 
G. MILLER of California, BROUN of 
Georgia, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Ari-
zona, Ms. HARMAN, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Messrs. INSLEE, 
BISHOP of Utah, RADANOVICH, 
MCHUGH, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Messrs. NEUGEBAUER, 
LAMBORN, BURTON of Indiana, and 
SCHOCK changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 
Mr. POSEY. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 

426, I was unavoidably detained while ques-
tioning a witness in committee. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2892, DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2010 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 

by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 573 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 573 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2892) making 
appropriations for the Department of Home-
land Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes. The 
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. Points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply with 
clause 2 or 5 of rule XXI are waived. Not-
withstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, except 
as provided in section 2, no amendment shall 
be in order except: (1) the amendment print-
ed in part A of the report of the Committee 
on Rules accompanying this resolution; (2) 
the amendments printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules; (3) not to 
exceed four of the amendments printed in 
part C of the report of the Committee on 
Rules if offered by Representative Flake of 
Arizona or his designee; and (4) not to exceed 
one of the amendments printed in part D of 
the report of the Committee on Rules if of-
fered by Representative Campbell of Cali-
fornia or his designee. Each such amendment 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI 
and except that an amendment printed in 
part B, C, or D of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules may be offered only at the 
appropriate point in the reading. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. In case of 
sundry amendments reported from the Com-
mittee, the question of their adoption shall 
be put to the House en gros and without in-
tervening demand for division of the ques-
tion. The previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the bill and amendments 
thereto to final passage without intervening 
motion except one motion to recommit with 
or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. After consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropriations 
or their designees each may offer one pro 
forma amendment to the bill for the purpose 
of debate, which shall be controlled by the 
proponent. 

SEC. 3. The Chair may entertain a motion 
that the Committee rise only if offered by 
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or his designee. The Chair may not en-
tertain a motion to strike out the enacting 
words of the bill (as described in clause 9 of 
rule XVIII). 

SEC. 4. During consideration of H.R. 2892, 
the Chair may reduce to two minutes the 
minimum time for electronic voting under 
clause 6 of rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of 
rule XX. 

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 
Mr. TIBERI. Madam Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TIBERI. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 25, nays 366, 
not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 427] 

YEAS—25 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bright 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Clay 
Coffman (CO) 
Connolly (VA) 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Holt 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 

Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Souder 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—366 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 

Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
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Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 

Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 

Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—42 

Baird 
Bilbray 
Boehner 
Boyd 
Braley (IA) 
Buchanan 
Campbell 
Cao 
Conyers 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Fleming 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 

Hill 
Hinojosa 
Kagen 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Manzullo 
McHenry 
Melancon 
Miller (NC) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Tim 
Paul 
Peterson 
Rangel 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Ross 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schakowsky 
Shea-Porter 
Snyder 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tierney 
Waters 
Westmoreland 
Yarmuth 

b 1302 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ and Messrs. 
FRANK of Massachusetts and LARSON 
of Connecticut changed their votes 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2892, DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

For purposes of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to my friend 

from California (Mr. DREIER). All time 
yielded is for the purpose of debate 
only. 

I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. I also ask unani-

mous consent that all Members be 
given 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on House 
Resolution 573. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 

today the House will debate and vote 
on the Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2010. 

My friend Chairman DAVID PRICE and 
Ranking Member HAROLD ROGERS have 
crafted a strong bill which invests in 
robust border security, attentive and 
agile emergency management capabili-
ties, helpful to State and local part-
ners, and secures our transportation 
system. This bill reflects Congress’ 
commitment to protect our Nation 
from the threats it faces with a bottom 
line $2.6 billion increase in Department 
of Homeland Security funding over last 
year. 

In the area of border security and im-
migration enforcement, this bill in-
creases funding for Customs and Border 
Protection by more than $146 million. 
This increase will allow the Border Pa-
trol to better address violence and drug 
smuggling along our southern border, 
which has become a very serious con-
cern in recent years. For emergency 
preparedness and response, this bill 
fully funds the versatile State Home-
land Security Grant program, a pro-
gram for which I have long advocated. 
This critical program allows for States 
to address the security threats most 
pressing to them. After all, the biggest 
threats to Colorado may not be the 
same as the biggest threats to New 
York or California. 

This bill also restores funding to the 
Assistance for Firefighters Grant pro-
gram to $800 million. I have presented 
dozens of Federal grant checks to fire 
departments across my district during 
my tenure in Congress; and I can say 
from experience, FIRE and SAFER 
Grants mean better training for our 
firefighters, better equipment and 
more firefighters on our streets, and 
safety for our citizens. 

On another topic, I have said for 
years now that our computer networks 
are essential parts of our Nation’s in-
frastructure; and as such, they need 
more focus for security. So I am 
pleased to see this bill increases fund-
ing for DHS’s National Cybersecurity 
Division by $68 million over last year. 

In the field of transportation secu-
rity, this bill takes a large step for-
ward. We increased funding for avia-
tion security by $511 million over last 
year, investing a great deal in screen-
ing and detection technology for explo-
sives. More important, in my opinion, 
we more than doubled funding for sur-

face transportation security. This com-
mitment is an essential step to pre-
venting attacks on our rail and mass 
transit systems which have been the 
target of attacks in places such as Lon-
don, Madrid and Mumbai. 

Although we increase funding for 
many activities under DHS, this bill 
also tightens the belt. The bill termi-
nates 16 programs, many of which have 
been unsuccessful in meeting their 
mission. In addition, the bill cuts near-
ly $800 million from various programs. 
In short, this bill puts the taxpayer 
dollars in the components of DHS 
which provide real results and real se-
curity. 

Looking beyond the funding levels of 
this bill, we must also recognize that 
DHS is a department which relies heav-
ily on a well-trained workforce. This 
bill provides the resources the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security personnel, 
as well as our State and local partners, 
need to meet their objectives. I urge 
my colleagues to support this rule. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I want 

to begin by expressing my appreciation 
to my very good friend, a new member 
of the Rules Committee, the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. PERLMUTTER) for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes. 

I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I am 
going to begin by doing something that 
I don’t believe I have ever done when 
managing a rule here in the House. 
Traditionally when Mr. BOEHNER, our 
Republican leader, gets up or my Rules 
Committee colleagues, Messrs. DIAZ- 
BALART and SESSIONS or Ms. FOXX, 
would stand up here, we rise to basi-
cally make the case for Members of the 
minority. We’re Republicans. We make 
the Republican case about how impor-
tant it is for us to ensure the rights of 
the minority, something that James 
Madison talked about very eloquently 
220 years ago. 

Today I rise on behalf of all of my 
colleagues; and I rise, especially today, 
for Democrats because it’s unprece-
dented that we would be in the cir-
cumstance that we are today. Now I’ve 
seen an awful lot in this institution in 
the years that I’ve been privileged to 
serve here. I’ve observed the way this 
House is run. In most instances, under 
both Democrats and Republicans, I 
have been very proud of the work prod-
uct that has emerged. But in many of 
those instances, I have been less than 
proud of the way the greatest delibera-
tive body known to man—or what has 
been described as such by people like 
the distinguished Chair of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Mr. OBEY, is 
no longer the greatest deliberative 
body known to man, or at least we’re 
slipping away from that—because we’re 
undermining the deliberative process. 

Usually when we get off-track, which 
has happened under both Republicans 
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and Democrats, and put our short-term 
goals ahead of the long-term interest of 
the institution, it is not a good thing. 
It is, we often believe, noble for us to 
put our short-term goals there because 
we have an important priority. When 
my friends in the majority asked the 
Nation to give them control of this 
House, they correctly criticized me 
personally and others within the Re-
publican leadership because we said 
that we limited their voices in amend-
ment and debate. It didn’t happen 
often, but it did happen. And I will say 
that without the ability to offer im-
provements to legislation and ideas, 
Members of this body could not do the 
job that they are charged with doing; 
and that is, pursuing the hopes, dreams 
and aspirations of their constituents. 
We all represent a little less than 
three-quarters of a million people; and 
we have a responsibility, Democrats 
and Republicans alike, to do just that. 
That’s why I say again, Madam Speak-
er, I rise in support of the effort to en-
sure that my Democratic colleagues 
are not shut out of this process. 

Now as you know very well, Madam 
Speaker, when our California col-
league, Speaker PELOSI, took the gavel, 
she promised that they would do better 
than I did as chairman of the Rules 
Committee, and better than our Repub-
lican leadership had done in the past. 
Unfortunately this rule before us really 
illustrates just how far we have fallen 
from those great words that were put 
forward by Speaker PELOSI. 

With this rule, it’s very difficult for 
me to know exactly where to begin 
with criticism; but let’s start with the 
very nature of the rule itself. We all 
know that the House has allowed less 
debate and fewer amendments in its 
consideration of bills over the last few 
years. The one great exception to that 
has been the appropriations process. 
Why? Because we all know article I, 
section 9 of the Constitution places the 
responsibility to spend the people’s 
money in our hands as Members of 
Congress. We’ve always taken this re-
sponsibility very seriously in a bipar-
tisan way. And we’ve always—under 
both Democrats and Republicans—al-
lowed Democrats and Republicans to 
engage in a free-flowing and rigorous 
debate. 

Everyone is very, very concerned 
about what happened last week. My 
Democratic colleagues are concerned 
with the number of votes that were 
held and the outrage that we dem-
onstrated. We Republicans are horri-
fied that we began down that route. 
Unfortunately, last week’s act was just 
the warm-up to what we’re seeing 
today. Today we are beginning what 
can only be described as the main 
event. This is because today’s rule will 
become the model for every appropria-
tions bill that we consider in the fu-
ture. It is very likely that this rule, 
Madam Speaker, will become the 
model for every bill that we consider in 
this Congress. 

Rather than any Member, Republican 
or Democrat, being able to offer any 

germane amendment on behalf of their 
constituents and the Nation, this reso-
lution from the Rules Committee, 
under the direction of Chairman OBEY 
and Speaker PELOSI, limits what ideas 
can be debated on this floor; and as I 
said, it limits the ideas proposed by my 
Democratic colleagues. So anyone who 
wants to say that I’m standing here, 
Madam Speaker, just whining on behalf 
of the minority, it is preposterous. 
Democrats sat in line before the Rules 
Committee until nearly 11 o’clock last 
night; and Democrats have been shut 
out of this process. So unfortunately I, 
representing the minority, am the only 
one who can stand here on behalf of our 
Democratic colleagues. It means, un-
fortunately, that our constituents—and 
I say this to my colleagues—our con-
stituents in Democratic districts and 
Republican districts alike are unfortu-
nately being held hostage by the chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee. 
If he’s having a bad day, the American 
people will have no recourse. That 
means that our constituents’ concerns 
about spending will go unheeded, and 
we all know that that’s what this is 
about. If you doubt it, look no further 
than last week’s funding bill for this 
institution alone. We fought for several 
amendments that could bring about a 
reduction in the 16.2 percent increase 
in spending for the Legislative Branch 
appropriations bill. We had some large 
cuts, but we had the most modest cut 
imaginable. The gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. BROUN) offered an amendment 
in the Rules Committee to allow for a 
one-half of 1 percent reduction in the 
16.2 percent increase that we put into 
place. While the American people are 
struggling to make ends meet, while 
people are trying to keep their jobs, 
their homes, we in this institution al-
lowed for a 16.2 percent increase; and 
we simply said in the appropriations 
process that maybe we should debate 
on the floor whether or not we would 
have a one-half of 1 percent cut. Unfor-
tunately that was completely denied. 

I also want to take a moment to dis-
cuss some of the more creative aspects 
of this rule, as were read by the Read-
ing Clerk. For the first time ever, the 
rule allows the Chair to impose 2- 
minute voting. Now previously 2- 
minute voting was something that was 
done with a bipartisan agreement. 
Democrats and Republicans came to-
gether and said, We have got so many 
votes here, rather than having Mem-
bers sit around with 5-minute voting, 
we would agree to 2-minute voting. 
Now I will say that ignoring this proc-
ess that has existed in the past, includ-
ing the provision that allows the Chair 
to actually impose 2-minute voting, we 
ignore the stress that 2-minute voting 
places on the nonpartisan professionals 
who tally our votes. It increases the 
opportunity for error. 

I would commend to my colleagues 
the report of the Select Committee to 
Investigate the Voting Irregularities of 
August 2, 2007; and on page 10 under 
The Events Surrounding Roll Call 

Number 814, it makes very clear that 
one of the factors involved in this was 
the fact that there were 11 2-minute 
votes held leading up to that. I know 
full well, as I look at the wonderfully 
dedicated and hardworking rostrum 
staff, what a litany of 2-minute votes is 
imposed on them. 

b 1315 
And we want to make sure that what 

happened on August 2 of 2007 never hap-
pens again. And allowing the Chair to 
impose 2-minute voting does create the 
potential for that. 

I also have to say, Madam Speaker, 
that I’m very concerned about the fact 
that this rule does create a scenario 
that puts people in an awkward posi-
tion. I have a number of very, very 
close friends with whom I have been 
privileged to serve here. One of those is 
my colleague from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE), who works closely with Mr. 
ROGERS in a bipartisan way dealing 
with the issue of our Nation’s home-
land security. 

I have already said, Madam Speaker, 
that I am very troubled with amend-
ment No. 68 that was put forward, and 
I don’t mean to get too far down into 
the weeds here, but we have another 
unprecedented action put into place 
here. Amendment No. 68 simply said, 
page 93, line 13, ‘‘strike ‘the.’ ’’ This is 
the amendment that was submitted to 
the Rules Committee. This amendment 
was submitted, and a revised version of 
it was submitted; and now, Madam 
Speaker, the revised version makes in 
order seven amendments, one of which 
actually required waivers to allow it to 
proceed. Now, this has not been done 
before and it’s unfortunate. It was real-
ly sort of a bait and switch. We saw 
this amendment that said ‘‘strike 
‘the,’ ’’ and then it’s revised all of a 
sudden with seven amendments being 
made in order. Unfortunately, this is 
not the kind of transparency that we 
were promised when the new majority 
came to power. 

There are other elements to the rule 
that I don’t want to discuss, but suffice 
it to say that each and every provision 
of this rule, Madam Speaker, is de-
signed to restrict and limit the rights 
of Democrats and Republicans to de-
bate and improve this bill, as has al-
ways been done in the 220-year history 
of this great institution. 

Now, why is any of this important? 
Because, Madam Speaker, process is 
substance. In committee there were 
many amendments defeated even 
though they would have gone a long 
way to improving the bill and reducing 
problems like illegal immigration, an 
issue that Mr. ROGERS has worked very 
closely on. One of those is the E-Verify 
program that my California colleague 
(Mr. CALVERT) has worked on. He made 
an attempt to offer that amendment. It 
was defeated. And Mr. KINGSTON simi-
larly offered an amendment to require 
government contractors to use E- 
Verify to deal with our Nation’s border 
security. His amendment was also de-
feated. I supported both of those 
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amendments up in the Rules Com-
mittee. 

Now we won’t get the opportunity to 
debate the kinds of things that Mr. 
ROGERS, Mr. CALVERT, and Mr. KING-
STON wanted us to be able to address. I 
personally believe that, while I support 
E-Verify, I believe that the bill that I 
have worked on, H.R. 98, which would 
establish a smart counterfeit-proof So-
cial Security card, is the best way to 
end the magnet that draws people into 
the country illegally. But I do think 
that E-Verify is a very important step 
in the direction of dealing with our se-
curity. 

Under the traditional process, 
Madam Speaker, as you know very 
well, we could address all of these 
issues. All of these issues from both 
Democrats and Republicans could have 
been considered, but, unfortunately, it 
ain’t going to happen. 

One of the most senior Members of 
this institution once said, ‘‘We have 
gotten so far from the regular order 
that I fear that the House will not have 
the capacity to return to the prece-
dents and procedures of the House that 
have given true meaning to the term 
‘representative democracy.’ The reason 
that we have stuck to regular order as 
long as we have in this institution is to 
protect the rights of every Member to 
participate. And when we lose those 
rights, we lose the right to be called 
the greatest deliberative body left in 
the world.’’ 

Now, that Member was DAVID OBEY. 
He said that in the fall of 2000. While he 
was concerned about how the House 
was handling an appropriations con-
ference report, those were the words of 
Chairman OBEY at that time. His words 
have never been truer than they are 
right now. The problem is that now the 
shoe is on the other foot. Today Chair-
man OBEY is the one who is circum-
venting regular order. 

What we have here is, Madam Speak-
er, what tragically is becoming the new 
normal. And it’s all being done in the 
name of dramatically increasing spend-
ing because we have seen over the last 
2 years an 85 percent increase in non-
defense spending, an 85 percent in-
crease in nondefense spending. And 
now we’re denied any opportunity to 
bring about the kinds of reductions 
that we need to utilize. 

Madam Speaker, I know that we have 
schedules to keep. That’s the argument 
that is regularly propounded by the 
Chair of the Rules Committee and oth-
ers in the Democratic leadership. We 
understand the exigencies of that 
schedule. But throwing aside the 
quaint notion of democracy and debate 
is something that I believe would lead, 
as Republican leader JOHN BOEHNER 
said earlier today, Thomas Jefferson to 
be spinning in his grave. It would lead 
James Madison to be horrified, the no-
tion of casting aside democracy and de-
bate because we have to maintain our 
schedules. 

And I will say again on this sched-
uling notion, Madam Speaker, last 

week, rather than 127 amendments, we 
would have had, I believe, 30 amend-
ments, and before we had gotten to 
consideration of the legislative branch 
bill, I am sure that hours and hours 
and hours ahead of that we would have 
been completed with the work of the 
Commerce-Justice-Science Appropria-
tions bill. 

I urge my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle to stand up for the 
rights of Democratic Members of this 
institution who are being denied this. 
Reject this rule. Let’s come back with 
what has been the case for 220 years 
under both political parties, that being 
an open process. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
I would like to inquire of my friend 
how many speakers he has on his side. 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Certainly. 
Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 

yielding. Well, I would first inquire of 
my friend if he has any speakers before 
I respond. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I do not. 
Mr. DREIER. Let me just say at this 

juncture we do have several speakers, 
and I would ask my friend if he might 
want to yield some of his time because 
I know we have several speakers who 
would gladly utilize the time. 

I will say to my friend that it does 
seem to me rather unfortunate that, 
with the exception of our very brave 
and courageous friend from Colorado, 
there is no one on the majority side 
who wants to stand up and defend the 
notion of denying Democrats—— 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank my friend from Cali-
fornia for commending me. 

But what I want to talk about, and I 
will be brief and then reserve the bal-
ance of my time, is I appreciate some 
of the comments that the gentleman 
has made about the need for debate and 
speech and the opportunity for each of 
us to have a say as to the legislation 
that proceeds from this Chamber. But 
on the other hand, this country, the 
people of this country are demanding 
that we act, that we not completely 
just shut down and sit on our hands, 
twiddle our thumbs and say, woe is me, 
but it is time to act both on appropria-
tions bills as well as other bills. 

And I’d say to my friend, and I know 
that it was a way to protest what was 
happening on the floor, but the delay 
that was exhibited last week simply 
frustrates the will of the electorate to 
change the direction of this Nation. 
And I would also remind my friend 
that, Madam Speaker, the pressure 
that is placed on our staff at the ros-
trum by changing votes time and time 
again simply really is the problem and 
really redoubles the effort that they 
have to put forward. 

So I appreciate his comments about 
the pressure that’s placed on the staff 
by 2-minute voting. I would remind my 
friend the same kind of pressure, if not 

a lot more, is placed on the staff by 
changing votes for, in my opinion, only 
reasons of delay. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I will be happy to yield to my friend 
if he wants to engage on this issue at 
all. 

First, to his last point, as he talked 
about the challenge that our wonderful 
rostrum staff before us, who are so 
dedicated and hard working, have to 
deal with with repeated votes. So the 
answer to that is to allow the Chair to 
impose on this institution 2-minute 
voting? I know this is all inside base-
ball stuff, but all one needs to do is go 
back and look at that report on the 
August 2, 2007, vote, which I have right 
here and look at page 10, and the issue 
of 2-minute votes is raised. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Will my friend 
yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I am happy to yield to 
my friend. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. To that point by 
my friend, on page 10, I have read the 
report since last night; so I thank you 
for pointing it out to me. And what 
page 10 says, and really what has led to 
this moment, I’d say to my friend, is 
the fact that at the close of the legisla-
tive day of Thursday, August 2, the 
House had been in session for 51 hours 
that week and 65 hours the week be-
fore. There really is no causal relation, 
I’d say to my friend, to where it talks 
about 2-minute votes. 

Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, 
Madam Speaker, let me just say that, 
again, if you look at the middle para-
graph on page 10, the issue of 2-minute 
voting is raised, and I think common 
sense would say with the argument just 
put forward by my friend from Colo-
rado about the challenge of votes, the 
notion of going from 5-minute to 2- 
minute votes does not improve the sit-
uation that they face. 

To my friend’s first point, Madam 
Speaker, I would like to say the fol-
lowing: the American people did send 
us here to act. They’re expecting ac-
tion. They want us to act. The Amer-
ican people are hurting. I come from 
Los Angeles, California. We have a 121⁄2 
percent unemployment rate in the City 
of Los Angeles. I represent suburban 
Los Angeles and part of the Inland Em-
pire, and I will say that we are dealing 
with very serious economic challenges. 
People are losing their businesses, peo-
ple are losing their homes, and people 
are obviously losing their jobs. They 
want us to get our economy back on 
track. And one of the things that they 
were promised was that if we passed 
the economic stimulus bill, the unem-
ployment would not exceed 8 percent. 
Right now we all know that the unem-
ployment rate, as was said by Presi-
dent Obama, is now 9.4 percent; and 
based on reports we have received in 
the last few days, it reportedly is prob-
ably going to go higher. I hope and 
pray that that is not the case. 
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But one of the things that we’ve 

found is that over the last couple of 
years, an 85 percent increase in non-
defense spending has not provided what 
the American people want, and that is 
some security when it comes to their 
jobs, getting their jobs back, saving 
their businesses, and saving their 
homes. That’s the action they want us 
to take. And the process we are in the 
midst of right now denies us any oppor-
tunity, Democrats or Republicans, the 
chance to bring about meaningful cuts 
in expenditures. 

At this point, Madam Speaker, I 
would like to yield 4 minutes to the 
distinguished ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Homeland Security 
from the Appropriations Committee, 
my very, very good friend and class-
mate (Mr. ROGERS). 

b 1330 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I am sorely dis-
appointed at the rule that has been 
proposed for the consideration of this 
Homeland Security Appropriations 
bill, one of the most important of the 
bills that the Congress will face. Our 
constituents are entitled to have us 
speak for them. That is the reason that 
they selected us. And yet now we are 
being denied the opportunity to reg-
ister the thoughts and opinions of the 
constituents that we represent. 

There were some 70 amendments 
proffered to be offered on the floor on 
this bill. Only 14 will be allowed. Never 
in my experience, and I have been here 
28 years, on the Appropriations Com-
mittee 26 of those years, have I ever 
seen a rule this restrictive on allowing 
members of the committee, as well as 
the Members of the body, to express 
their views. 

This is a muzzle of the minority. You 
are muzzling the people that we rep-
resent. You say, well, there are so 
many amendments, it would take us 
forever, and it would slow down our 
process of spending. That is what this 
is all about. The majority is attempt-
ing to muzzle the minority to speed up 
the process of spending, borrowing, and 
taxing. I regret that. I think it is sad 
for the institution, not to mention our 
constituents and the Members of this 
body. 

Well, those 70 amendments we could 
go through in no time flat. Last year, 
well, for the 2008 appropriations for 
this department, there were 178 amend-
ments offered. We didn’t shut down the 
process and deny those people the 
chance to offer their amendment and 
to say their piece about what their 
constituents thought about the bill. We 
simply went through them, 2 days. 
After a certain period of time, we were 
able to work out unanimous consent 
agreements amongst the Members of 
the body to reduce the time allotted to 
each amendment. Or we substituted a 
colloquy with the other offerer of the 
amendment instead of offering the 
amendment, and that satisfied them. 

They had their day in court, so to 
speak. Other amendments were not of-
fered. This is nothing new. This is the 
practice of this honored institution to 
allow Members to offer their thoughts 
and opinions and amendments. 

If it takes time, that is what democ-
racy is all about. It may not be pretty. 
The making of sausage is not pretty. 
But that is what we are in the process 
and the business of doing. You are 
shutting down the Members of this 
body who have legitimate, in-order 
amendments, almost in toto. And I re-
sent that. The ranking member of the 
subcommittee was denied the oppor-
tunity to offer his own amendment, a 
legitimate, in-order amendment. 

That has never happened, to my 
knowledge, before. You are making his-
tory, but in a sad, sad way. Give us the 
chance to speak for our constituents, 
the people that want to know why you 
are shutting off their voice in this 
great deliberative body. Give us an 
open rule, as we have always had it. We 
have never had a restrictive rule like 
this on appropriations bills. Give us a 
chance to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I continue to re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, at 
this time, I’m happy to yield 1 minute 
to the son of a 20-year veteran of the 
House Rules Committee, the gentleman 
from Bowling Green, Ohio (Mr. LATTA). 

Mr. LATTA. I appreciate the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, last night we 
brought, in my opinion, a very impor-
tant amendment before the Rules Com-
mittee dealing with what I called the 
Homeland Security Administration run 
amok with their bureaucrats. And 
what this would do is, this amendment 
would prevent the Homeland Security 
Administration from being able to uti-
lize the dollars under the bill to say 
that over 36 million Americans that 
have a certain type of pocketknife, I 
don’t care if it is from a hunter or a 
fisherman or a farmer or a person that 
works in a factory or a police officer or 
a firefighter, and make these illegal. 
And it is sad that we have to do it this 
way, that instead of bringing them 
here to the floor that we have to go 
through the Rules Committee. But I 
think that the amendment that we of-
fered last night, along with my col-
league from Idaho (Mr. MINNICK), that 
it is an important thing to save jobs in 
this country. I think he said in his dis-
trict alone it would be over some 200 
hundred jobs. Nationally you are look-
ing at over 4,000 individuals in a time 
when we are losing jobs in this coun-
try; 4,000 jobs could be affected, and an-
cillary jobs by over 20,000 jobs. So I 
really stress that this is an important 
amendment. I appreciate the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I continue to re-
serve. 

Mr. DREIER. I yield 1 minute to my 
very good friend from Athens, Georgia, 
who had an amendment that he would 
have been allowed to debate if we had 
an open rule, and unfortunately, he is 
not (Mr. BROUN of Georgia). 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

I rise today in strong opposition to 
this rule. I submitted six amendments 
to this bill. And I am outraged that the 
Democrats have denied my rights to 
debate and receive a vote on any of 
them today. And actually they not 
only denied my right, but they are de-
nying Americans the ability for us to 
present amendments that will stop this 
outrageous spending. 

One of my amendments would have 
added funding to the 287(g) program, 
which provides State law enforcement 
with the training and subsequent au-
thorization to identify a process and 
then, when appropriate, detain immi-
gration offenders that they encounter 
during their regular job as law enforce-
ment. I had many amendments. But 
the Democrats denied my constituents, 
denied the American people, the ability 
to have my voice and others’ heard. 

They are stealing our grandchildren’s 
future with this outrageous spending. 
We have got to stop it. The American 
people need to stand up and say ‘‘no’’ 
to this steamroller of socialism that is 
being brought by the Democratic ma-
jority and their leadership. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I still reserve 
my time. I would ask my friend how 
many speakers he has. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, let me 
say that there were a number of Mem-
bers who were expected to be joining 
us, I would say to my friend, and the 
fact is that they were anticipating a 
debate taking place on the rule. And 
very, very courageously, my friend has 
been the only Member on the Demo-
cratic side to stand up, and I am the 
one standing here defending the rights 
of Democrats I’m happy to say. So the 
gentleman might want to talk for a 
couple of minutes while I wait for some 
of my colleagues who thought the de-
bate might be taking place later if he 
wants to. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I would say my 
friend from California can speak on his 
own behalf and take up a few minutes 
if he likes, but I’m going to reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, well, I 
guess then that I will close the debate. 
I thought we were expecting some 
other people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 51⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, this 
debate is all about spending. The 
American people are hurting. Jobs are 
being lost. Businesses are being lost. 
Homes are being lost. And the Amer-
ican people are expecting us to put into 
place policies that will get the econ-
omy back on track. 

We were promised by President 
Obama that if we passed the $787 bil-
lion, really $1 trillion, stimulus bill 
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that the unemployment rate would not 
exceed 8 percent. Today the unemploy-
ment rate is at 9.4 percent, and trag-
ically it appears to be getting worse. 
And what is our answer? Well, it is to 
continue a pattern that has been going 
on for 2 years now. In nondefense 
spending, we have had an 85 percent in-
crease in Federal spending, an 85 per-
cent increase. 

And what is it we have said? We be-
lieve, Madam Speaker, that we can re-
sponsibly put into place spending cuts. 
We have made attempts. My friend, Mr. 
BROUN, whom I mentioned earlier, 
wanted to offer a one-half of 1 percent 
spending cut in the 16.2 percent in-
crease that was put into place for our 
spending for the legislative branch last 
week, and he was denied his chance to 
bring about that modest cut. 

As we look at the appropriations 
process now, bringing about reductions 
in spending is not an option. They are 
simply increases in spending time and 
time again. 

Now what is being utilized to make 
sure that we can continue to increase 
spending? Well, unfortunately, Madam 
Speaker, what is being done is we are 
shutting out the opportunity for both 
Democrats and Republicans to have a 
right to offer amendments. Now I will 
say, having been here for more than a 
couple of years, one of the most exhila-
rating experiences that one can have as 
a Member of Congress is to stand up 
under an open rule, especially during 
the appropriations process, ask that 
they strike the last word, and be recog-
nized for 5 minutes to engage in what 
can really be a free-flowing debate. We 
have two members of the Rules Com-
mittee who have never served in this 
institution before, and they have never 
experienced the opportunity for that 
free-flowing debate on any legislation. 
And an open rule has not been an op-
tion so far. 

But Madam Speaker, I never thought 
that I would see the day when we 
would, on the sacrosanct article 1, sec-
tion 9 power in the Constitution deal-
ing with spending, prevent Democrats 
and Republicans from having an oppor-
tunity to engage in that. I think about 
my colleagues who want to regularly 
engage in debate, Democrats like DEN-
NIS KUCINICH and MARCY KAPTUR. I may 
not agree with them often, but I be-
lieve they should be able to participate 
in the process. We have Republicans 
like DEVIN NUNES, JEFF FLAKE and oth-
ers who want to be able to stand up. 
Mr. BROUN, who just spoke, Mr. ROG-
ERS, Mr. CALVERT and others want to 
have a chance to stand up. And guess 
what, Madam Speaker? They unfortu-
nately are denied that in this process. 

Justice Felix Frankfurter in 1943 
made the following statement. He said, 
The history of liberty is largely due to 
the history of procedural safeguards. 

Now, Madam Speaker, I believe that 
the Federal Government is too big and 
spends too much, as our Leader 
BOEHNER regularly says. And I believe 
that we should have a right to bring 

about those reductions so that we can 
get our economy back on track to en-
sure that Americans aren’t going to 
lose their jobs, their businesses and 
their homes. And we are denied that 
chance today. 

But I want to say to my Democratic 
colleagues and my Republican col-
leagues, Madam Speaker, we have an 
opportunity. And it is before us right 
now. All we need to do is vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the previous question, and what will 
happen? We will be continuing the 220- 
year tradition of appropriations under 
an open amendment process. If we can 
defeat the previous question, I, Madam 
Speaker, will offer an amendment that 
will allow us to do exactly what Chair-
woman Obey in the year 2000 said need-
ed to be done. We need to allow for a 
free-flowing, open debate so that delib-
erative democracy can, in fact, once 
again flourish. So I urge my colleagues 
to vote against the previous question 
and allow us to have the opportunity to 
offer an open rule. 

And with that, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
I do want to compliment my friend 
from California on his debate, his com-
ments, his remarks and his complaints. 
Some of them are legitimate. But what 
we are here today to deal with is the 
security of the United States of Amer-
ica. He is complaining about an 85 per-
cent increase in spending when my 
friend knows full well that spending 
came about because of tax cuts, the 
prosecution of two wars, the collapse of 
a banking system and an emergency in 
the United States of America to get us 
back on track and to change the direc-
tion of this Nation. 

Now what we are dealing with in this 
bill, and the reason we need to bring it 
on the floor and act, not delay, not 
delay like we saw last week, with Mem-
bers circling the well, changing their 
votes time and time again or pre-
senting amendments where they add $1 
million, subtract $1 million, just to 
have an amendment. We are here, 
Madam Speaker, because this is one of 
our most important responsibilities, 
and that is to protect this country 
from terrorist attacks, foreign and do-
mestic, and to ensure that our borders 
are secure. That is the purpose of the 
Homeland Security Appropriations 
bill. 

The bill at $42.6 billion is slightly 
above last year’s level. But it helps 
with Coast Guard, with border vio-
lence, with maritime safety, environ-
mental protection, and assistance for 
the TSA as people come and go through 
our airports, as well as cybersecurity. 

b 1345 

There are funds in the bill for FEMA, 
for flood map modernization, and for 
rebuilding of the gulf coast. This is a 
sensible investment. This is a sensible 
rule, and I would ask, Madam Speaker, 
that because this bill invests in a 
stronger domestic security both at our 
borders, throughout our transportation 

systems and our communities, I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous question 
and on the rule. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
amendment be printed in the RECORD 
immediately prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The material previously referred to 

by Mr. DREIER is as follows: 
AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 

TO H. RES. 573 OFFERED BY MR. DREIER OF 
CALIFORNIA 
Strike the resolved clause and all that fol-

lows and insert the following: 
Resolved, That immediately upon the 

adoption of this resolution the Speaker 
shall, pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, 
declare the House resolved into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2892) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2010, and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Appropriations. After general debate the 
bill shall be considered for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. Points of order against 
provisions in the bill for failure to comply 
with clause 2 of rule XXI are waived. During 
consideration of the bill for amendment, the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
may accord priority in recognition on the 
basis of whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed in the 
portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule 
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. When the committee rises 
and reports the bill back to the House with 
a recommendation that the bill do pass, the 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to 
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by the Democratic Minority on 
multiple occasions throughout the 109th 
Congress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:38 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JN7.034 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7173 June 24, 2009 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information from 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on the adoption of H. Res. 
573, if ordered, and suspending the rules 
and passing H.R. 2990. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 238, nays 
174, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 428] 

YEAS—238 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 

Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 

Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 

Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 

Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—174 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 

Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 

Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Boustany 
Bright 
Campbell 
Himes 
Issa 
Kennedy 
Kissell 

Lewis (GA) 
Markey (CO) 
McHenry 
Miller (NC) 
Schauer 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 

Snyder 
Souder 
Speier 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Watson 
Wu 

b 1410 

Messrs. FLEMING and TERRY 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. BLUMENAUER, CARNEY, 
and MEEKS of New York changed their 
vote from ‘‘nay to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recon-
sider. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 172, noes 238, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 429] 

AYES—172 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 

Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
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Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 

Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (MA) 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 

Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—238 

Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 

Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 

Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Speier 

Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Abercrombie 
Berkley 
Bright 
Campbell 
Davis (TN) 
Doyle 
Ellison 
Frank (MA) 

Giffords 
Himes 
Kennedy 
Kissell 
Lewis (GA) 
Markey (CO) 
Matheson 
McHenry 

Mica 
Paul 
Rangel 
Shea-Porter 
Snyder 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 1418 

Mr. HINOJOSA changed his vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the motion to reconsider was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 239, nays 
184, not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 430] 

YEAS—239 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boucher 
Boyd 

Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Driehaus 

Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 

Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—184 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 

Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 

Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:38 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24JN7.013 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7175 June 24, 2009 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 

Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Boswell 
Campbell 
Doyle 
Kennedy 

Lewis (GA) 
McHenry 
Shea-Porter 
Snyder 

Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are less than 2 min-
utes remaining on this vote. 

b 1426 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recon-
sider. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 169, nays 
251, not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 431] 

YEAS—169 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 

Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 

Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Scalise 

Schmidt 
Schock 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—251 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 

Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rohrabacher 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 

Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Burgess 
Campbell 
Carnahan 
Conyers 
Kennedy 

Lewis (GA) 
Luján 
McHenry 
Ryan (WI) 
Shea-Porter 

Snyder 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Two minutes remaining on 
this vote. 

b 1433 

So the motion to reconsider was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 2(a)1 of 
rule IX, I hereby notify the House of 
my intention to offer a resolution as a 
question of the privileges of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas on January 20, 2009, Barack 
Obama was inaugurated as President of the 
United States, and the outstanding public 
debt of the United States stood at $10.627 
trillion; 

Whereas on January 20, 2009, in the Presi-
dent’s Inaugural Address, he stated, ‘‘[T]hose 
of us who manage the public’s dollars will be 
held to account, to spend wisely, reform bad 
habits, and do our business in the light of 
day, because only then can we restore the 
vital trust between a people and their gov-
ernment.’’; 

Whereas on February 17, 2009, the Presi-
dent signed into public law H.R. 1, the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009; 

Whereas the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009 included $575 billion of 
new spending and $212 billion of revenue re-
ductions for a total deficit impact of $787 bil-
lion; 

Whereas the borrowing necessary to fi-
nance the American Recovery and Reinvest-
ment Act of 2009 will cost an additional $300 
billion; 

Whereas on February 26, 2009, the Presi-
dent unveiled his budget blueprint for FY 
2010; 

Whereas the President’s budget for FY 2010 
proposes the eleven highest annual deficits 
in U.S. history; 

Whereas the President’s budget for FY 2010 
proposes to increase the national debt to 
$23.1 trillion by FY 2019, more than doubling 
it from current levels; 

Whereas on March 11, 2009, the President 
signed into public law H.R. 1105, the Omnibus 
Appropriations Act, 2009; 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7176 June 24, 2009 
Whereas the Omnibus Appropriations Act, 

2009 constitutes nine of the twelve appropria-
tions bills for FY 2009 which had not been en-
acted before the start of the fiscal year; 

Whereas the Omnibus Appropriations Act, 
2009 spends $19.1 billion more than the re-
quest of President Bush; 

Whereas the Omnibus Appropriations Act, 
2009 spends $19.0 billion more than simply ex-
tending the continuing resolution for FY 
2009; 

Whereas on April 1, 2009, the House consid-
ered H. Con. Res. 85, Congressional Demo-
crats’ budget proposal for FY 2010; 

Whereas the Congressional Democrats’ 
budget proposal for FY 2010, H. Con. Res. 85, 
proposes the six highest annual deficits in 
U.S. history; 

Whereas the Congressional Democrats’ 
budget proposal for FY 2010, H. Con. Res. 85, 
proposes to increase the national debt to 
$17.1 trillion over five years, $5.3 trillion 
more than compared to the level on January 
20, 2009; 

Whereas Congressional Republicans pro-
duced an alternative budget proposal for FY 
2010 which spends $4.8 trillion less than the 
Congressional Democrats’ budget over 10 
years; 

Whereas the Republican Study Committee 
proposed an alternative budget proposal for 
FY 2010 which improves the budget outlook 
in every single year, balances the budget by 
FY 2019, and cuts the national debt by more 
than $6 trillion compared to the President’s 
budget; 

Whereas on April 20, 2009, attempting to re-
spond to public criticism, the President con-
vened the first cabinet meeting of his Ad-
ministration and challenged his cabinet to 
cut a collective $100 million in the next 90 
days; 

Whereas the challenge to cut a collective 
$100 million represents just 1/40,000 of the 
Federal budget; 

Whereas on June 16, 2009, total outstanding 
Troubled Asset Relief Program, or TARP, 
funds to banks stood at $197.6 billion; 

Whereas on June 16, 2009, total outstanding 
TARP funds to AIG stood at $69.8 billion; 

Whereas on June 16, 2009, total outstanding 
TARP funds to domestic automotive manu-
facturers and their finance units stood at $80 
billion; 

Whereas on June 19, 2009, the outstanding 
public debt of the United States was $11.409 
trillion; 

Whereas on June 19, 2009, each citizen’s 
share of the outstanding public debt of the 
United States came to $37,236.88; 

Whereas according to a New York Times/ 
CBS News survey, three-fifths of Americans 
(60 percent) do not think the President has 
developed a clear plan for dealing with the 
current budget deficit; 

Whereas the best means to develop a clear 
plan for dealing with runaway Federal spend-
ing is a real commitment to fiscal restraint 
and an open and transparent appropriations 
process in the House of Representatives; 

Whereas before assuming control of the 
House of Representatives in January 2007, 
Congressional Democrats were committed to 
an open and transparent appropriations proc-
ess; 

Whereas according to a document by Con-
gressional Democrats entitled ‘‘Democratic 
Declaration: Honest Leadership and Open 
Government,’’ page 2 states, ‘‘Our goal is to 
restore accountability, honesty and openness 
at all levels of government.’’; 

Whereas according to a document by Con-
gressional Democrats entitled ‘‘A New Direc-
tion for America,’’ page 29 states, ‘‘Bills 
should generally come to the floor under a 
procedure that allows open, full, and fair de-
bate consisting of a full amendment process 

that grants the Minority the right to offer 
its alternatives, including a substitute.’’; 

Whereas on November 21, 2006, The San 
Francisco Chronicle reported, ‘‘Speaker 
Pelosi pledged to restore ‘minority rights’— 
including the right of Republicans to offer 
amendments to bills on the floor . . . The 
principles of civility and respect for minor-
ity participation in this House is something 
that we promised the American people, she 
said. ‘It’s the right thing to do.’ ’’ (The San 
Francisco Chronicle, November 21, 2006); 

Whereas on December 6, 2006, Speaker 
Nancy Pelosi stated, ‘‘[We] promised the 
American people that we would have the 
most honest and open government and we 
will.’’; 

Whereas on December 17, 2006, The Wash-
ington Post reported, ‘‘After a decade of bit-
ter partisanship that has all but crippled ef-
forts to deal with major national problems, 
Pelosi is determined to try to return the 
House to what it was in an earlier era— 
‘where you debated ideas and listened to 
each others arguments.’ ’’ (The Washington 
Post, December 17, 2006); 

Whereas on December 5, 2006, Majority 
Leader Steny Hoyer stated, ‘‘We intend to 
have a Rules Committee . . . that gives op-
position voices and alternative proposals the 
ability to be heard and considered on the 
floor of the House.’’ (CongressDaily PM, De-
cember 5, 2006); 

Whereas during debate on June 14, 2005, in 
the Congressional Record on page H4410, 
Chairwoman Louise M. Slaughter of the 
House Rules Committee stated, ‘‘If we want 
to foster democracy in this body, we should 
take the time and thoughtfulness to debate 
all major legislation under an open rule, not 
just appropriations bills, which are already 
restricted. An open process should be the 
norm and not the exception.’’; 

Whereas since January 2007, there has been 
a failure to commit to an open and trans-
parent process in the House of Representa-
tives; 

Whereas more bills were considered under 
closed rules, 64 total, in the 110th Congress 
under Democratic control, than in the pre-
vious Congress, 49, under Republican control; 

Whereas fewer bills were considered under 
open rules, 10 total, in the 110th Congress 
under Democratic control, than in the pre-
vious Congress, 22, under Republican control; 

Whereas fewer amendments were allowed 
per bill, 7.68, in the 110th Congress under 
Democratic control, than in the previous 
Congress, 9.22, under Republican control; 

Whereas the failure to commit to an open 
and transparent process in order to develop a 
clear plan for dealing with runaway Federal 
spending reached its pinnacle in the House’s 
handling of H.R. 2847, the Commerce, Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010; 

Whereas H.R. 2847, the Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2010 contains $64.4 billion in dis-
cretionary spending, 11.6 percent more than 
enacted in FY 2009; 

Whereas on June 11, 2009, the House Rules 
Committee issued an announcement stating 
that amendments for H.R. 2847, the Com-
merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2010 must be pre- 
printed in the Congressional Record by the 
close of business on June 15, 2009; 

Whereas both Republicans and Democrats 
filed 127 amendments in the Congressional 
Record for consideration on the House floor; 

Whereas on June 15, 2009, the House Rules 
Committee reported H. Res. 544, a rule with 
a pre-printing requirement and unlimited 
pro forma amendments for purposes of de-
bate; 

Whereas on June 16, 2009, the House pro-
ceeded with one hour of general debate, or 

one minute to vet each $1.07 billion in H.R. 
2847, in the Committee of the Whole; 

Whereas after one hour of general debate 
the House proceeded with amendment de-
bate; 

Whereas after just 22 minutes of amend-
ment debate, or one minute to vet each $3.02 
billion in H.R. 2847, a motion that the Com-
mittee rise was offered by Congressional 
Democrats; 

Whereas the House agreed on a motion 
that the Committee rise by a recorded vote 
of 179 Ayes to 124 Noes, with all votes in the 
affirmative being cast by Democrats; 

Whereas afterwards, the House Rules Com-
mittee convened a special, untelevised meet-
ing to dispense with further proceedings on 
H.R. 2847, the Commerce, Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2010; 

Whereas on June 17, 2009, the House Rules 
Committee reported H. Res. 552, a new and 
restrictive structured rule for H.R. 2847, the 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; 

Whereas every House Republican and 27 
House Democrats voted against agreeing on 
H. Res. 552; 

Whereas H. Res. 552 made in order just 23 
amendments, with a possibility for 10 more 
amendments, out of the 127 amendments 
originally filed; 

Whereas H. Res. 552 severely curtailed pro 
forma amendments for the purposes of de-
bate; 

Whereas the actions of Congressional 
Democrats to curtail debate and the number 
of amendments offered to H.R. 2847, the Com-
merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2010 effectively 
ended the process to deal with runaway Fed-
eral spending in a positive and responsible 
manner; and 

Whereas the actions taken have resulted in 
indignity being visited upon the House of 
Representatives: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) the House of Representatives recommit 

itself to fiscal restraint and develop a clear 
plan for dealing with runaway Federal spend-
ing; 

(2) the House of Representatives return to 
its best traditions of an open and trans-
parent appropriations process without a pre- 
printing requirement; and 

(3) the House Rules Committee shall report 
out open rules for all general appropriations 
bills throughout the remainder of the 111th 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Georgia will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to adjourn 
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on 
the motion to suspend the rules on 
H.R. 2990. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 31, noes 393, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 432] 

AYES—31 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Broun (GA) 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Connolly (VA) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 

Gohmert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Marchant 
Miller, Gary 
Olson 

Price (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Souder 
Tiahrt 
Westmoreland 
Woolsey 
Young (AK) 

NOES—393 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 

Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Campbell 
Conyers 
Kennedy 

Larsen (WA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Obey 

Shea-Porter 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1510 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

DISABLED MILITARY RETIREE 
RELIEF ACT OF 2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 2990, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SKELTON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2990. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 404, nays 0, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 433] 

YEAS—404 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 

Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
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Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 

Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Aderholt 
Arcuri 
Bachus 
Boucher 
Campbell 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Johnson, E. B. 

Kennedy 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Markey (MA) 
McIntyre 
Miller, George 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 

Rahall 
Rooney 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (TX) 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tierney 
Velázquez 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1518 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. MCINTYRE. Madam Speaker, during 

rollcall vote No. 433 on June 24, 2009, I was 
unavoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 433, I was in a meeting and unavoidably 
detained. Had I been present, I would have 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CONAWAY. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 433, I was in a meeting of constituents 
and unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 433, had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 36, noes 381, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 434] 

AYES—36 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Broun (GA) 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Connolly (VA) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Granger 

Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lewis (CA) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Massa 
Olson 

Price (GA) 
Richardson 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Westmoreland 
Young (AK) 

NOES—381 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 

Gordon (TN) 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 

Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 

Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Campbell 
Conyers 
Davis (IL) 
Hinojosa 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Linder 
McDermott 
Minnick 
Obey 
Payne 
Rush 

Shea-Porter 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

b 1535 

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected. 
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The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 2892, and that I may 
include tabular material on the same 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
DAVIS of California). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 573 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2892. 

b 1536 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2892) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2010, and 
for other purposes, with Ms. DEGETTE 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. PRICE) and the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I am pleased to present the fis-
cal year 2010 Homeland Security Ap-
propriations bill, as reported by the 
Homeland Security Appropriations 
Subcommittee. It is the product of ex-
tensive information gathering and 
analysis, with 15 hearings touching 
every Department of Homeland Secu-
rity component. The bill provides the 
resources and the direction that the 
Department needs for the coming fiscal 
year. 

This bill also reflects our subcommit-
tee’s tradition of bipartisan coopera-
tion initiated by its first chairman and 
now ranking member, HAL ROGERS. I 
want to thank the distinguished rank-
ing member for his advice and help on 
making this a better bill, and to his 
staff, too, for working so closely and 
constructively with us. We agree on 
most of this bill, if not every item, and 
I believe this is a bill that every Mem-
ber in this body can get behind. 

In total, the bill contains $42.625 bil-
lion in discretionary appropriations for 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

This is $2.6 billion, or 6.5 percent, above 
the comparable fiscal year 2009 
amount, and about 1 percent below the 
administration request, excluding 
Coast Guard overseas contingency op-
erations. This level reflects our share 
of the $10 billion cut made in the budg-
et resolution to the administration’s 
overall request. 

Homeland security requires identi-
fication and response to all threats, 
whether man-made or natural. This 
‘‘all-hazards’’ approach is the hallmark 
of our subcommittee, an approach we 
are happy to see President Obama and 
Secretary Napolitano embrace. The 
persistent threat of pandemic flu is an 
unmistakable reminder of why we must 
prepare for all hazards, as is the annual 
and predictable onslaught of natural 
disasters, from hurricanes and floods to 
wildfires and ice storms. Accordingly, 
this bill will enable our government to 
better protect the American people 
against all major threats. 

Appropriately for the start of hurri-
cane season, the bill maintains a ro-
bust $844 million for FEMA manage-
ment and administration, and $2 billion 
for disaster relief. In addition, the bill 
and report specifically place FEMA at 
the forefront of disaster response man-
agement, thereby avoiding confusion 
when working with our State and local 
partners. 

State and local emergency managers 
and first responders are equal partners 
in disaster preparedness and response, 
and I am pleased that the administra-
tion’s budget request recognizes this 
important partnership. This bill 
strengthens our commitment to our 
State and local partners by providing 
$3.96 billion for grant and training pro-
grams, including: $330 million for 
Emergency Management Performance 
Grants, our one true all-hazards grant 
program; $950 million for State home-
land security grants; $887 million for 
the Urban Area Security Initiative, 
which targets the highest risks of ter-
rorism; and $800 million for firefighter 
assistance grants. 

Within that $800 million for fire-
fighter assistance grants, $420 million 
is for SAFER staffing grants, or per-
sonnel grants, and $380 million is for 
basic equipment and training grants. 
The additional funding for SAFER is 
part of a targeted and temporary effort 
to stem the tide of layoffs and ensure 
our communities are protected by an 
adequate number of firefighters. 

In addition to the increased funding, 
the supplemental appropriations bill 
just passed allows the waiver of certain 
restrictions and broadens the use of 
SAFER to allow the grants to be used 
for the hiring, rehiring and retention of 
firefighters for fiscal years 2009 and 
2010. 

Madam Chairman, one could make an 
argument for increasing nearly any ac-
count in this bill; but since we can’t 
spend the whole Federal Treasury on 
homeland security, we must base our 
priorities on risk. The subcommittee 
has done this with respect to the iden-

tification and removal of illegal aliens 
who have committed crimes; in other 
words, illegal aliens who have proven 
their capacity to do harm in our com-
munities. 

The bill continues the tradition of re-
cent bills by targeting $1.5 billion of 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
appropriations for this priority, an ef-
fort that the President and Secretary 
Napolitano wholeheartedly support. 

Part of this funding furthers develop-
ment of the Secure Communities pro-
gram, which offers a productive ap-
proach for Federal immigration agents 
to work closely with State and local 
law enforcement while distinguishing 
the traditional Federal role of enforc-
ing immigration law from the local 
role of prosecuting criminal violations. 
We have heard from many law enforce-
ment and community groups about the 
importance of keeping a bright line be-
tween immigration enforcement and 
local community policing, and the Se-
cure Communities program does just 
that. 

Taking on the international drug 
cartels along our southwest border is 
another major priority we support in 
this bill. The bill enhances funding for 
CBP and ICE to combat illegal nar-
cotics smuggling from Mexico and the 
cartels’ trafficking in weapons and 
bulk currency. The bill supports a real-
istic and strategic approach to south-
west border infrastructure and main-
tains a historically robust Border Pa-
trol force. 

Other specific priorities we have 
funded included: $800 million for explo-
sive detection systems at airports and 
$122.8 million for air cargo security to 
meet the 100 percent screening require-
ment for air cargo in the hold of pas-
senger planes by August of 2010; $804 
million to continue developing systems 
to screen inbound land- and sea-based 
cargo for weapons or nuclear materials, 
which includes $162 million to 
strengthen overseas operations to mon-
itor and target cargo; $241.5 million for 
the Coast Guard to support overseas 
contingencies in the Persian Gulf and 
off the coast of Somalia; $382 million 
for cybersecurity, to help protect vul-
nerable computer infrastructure from 
the escalating sophistication and in-
tensity of cyberattacks; and $10 million 
above the administration’s request to 
expand the Alternatives to Detention 
program nationwide. Alternatives to 
Detention is a cost-effective alter-
native for low-risk individuals such as 
asylum seekers, families, and the el-
derly. 

The bill includes several policy items 
requested by the administration. It 
clarifies fee authorities for temporary 
protected status petitions and visa 
fraud investigations; it extends the E- 
Verify program for 2 years; and it con-
tinues a longstanding provision related 
to imported prescription drugs. 

As it did last year, this bill contains 
Member-requested and Presidential 
earmarks. Each Member’s project has 
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been vetted by DHS and deemed eligi-
ble, if part of a grant program, or con-
sistent with the Department’s mission 
otherwise. 

b 1545 

We did have to reduce earmarks by 5 
percent below last year’s level. 

This is a good bill, one I hope every 
Member will support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Let me start, Madam Chairman, by 
commending the chairman on putting 
together a thoughtful bill. I also want 
to sincerely thank him for listening to 
our concerns on this side and for con-
tinuing this subcommittee’s traditions 
of bipartisanship, professionalism and, 
where possible, accommodating the mi-
nority’s interests. 

However, I must also express my 
grave concern over an issue that casts 
a long and sad shadow over this impor-
tant bill. The fact that we are not here 
today debating this bill under an open 
rule breaks with long-cherished tradi-
tions concerning appropriations bills. 

I, for one, am outraged that today’s 
debate on the critical issue of home-
land security has been arbitrarily con-
strained. Such dictatorial tactics are 
contrary to the very purposes of this 
Chamber and our legislative process. 
To add insult to injury, the majority 
also denies the ability of a hard-
working member of our subcommittee, 
the gentleman from California, and 
even the ranking member of this sub-
committee, to offer amendments on E- 
Verify. Both amendments were clearly 
in order, and both amendments pertain 
to a critical issue that is germane to 
this bill. To deny us the ability to offer 
such legitimate amendments is a com-
plete travesty. 

Now, as to the FY10 bill, Chairman 
PRICE has already discussed many of 
the details, so I will refrain from re-
peating them. But I think it is impor-
tant to note that with this bill before 
us today, the chairman has signifi-
cantly improved the hand that we were 
dealt by the administration, a hand 
that included an extremely late and 
bureaucracy-laden budget request with 
huge increases for policy and adminis-
trative offices at headquarters at the 
expense of operations, and also a some-
what tightened 302(b) allocation that is 
nearly a half billion dollars below the 
budget estimate. These conditions 
present a somewhat mixed picture 
about how this new administration and 
the current House leadership are 
prioritizing security nearly 8 years 
after 9/11. 

Indeed, I find it incredibly ironic and 
disappointing that just 2 weeks ago 
President Obama released a 77-page 
strategy on stopping the Mexican drug 
cartels that professes the need to en-
hance our intelligence and drug inter-
diction capabilities, yet his FY10 budg-
et only marginally increases Home-
land’s intelligence office and Border 

Patrol and actually proposes cuts to 
Customs and Border Patrol’s oper-
ational assets and Coast Guard per-
sonnel. This is a prime example of 
where the President’s rhetoric doesn’t 
match reality. 

Given the current threat environ-
ment, now is not the time to short-
change our investment in security and 
leave our front-line personnel in the 
lurch wanting for the tools required to 
fulfill their mission. 

Now, having said all that, I do think 
the chairman has endeavored to make 
up for these deficiencies by somewhat 
scaling back on the administration’s 
plans for more bureaucrats, making 
some prudent enhancements to oper-
ations and producing a pretty good bill 
for FY10. That’s not to say it is abso-
lutely perfect. There are some areas 
where I would have changed and am 
concerned about. 

One of the concerns I have is the 
bill’s funding levels for operational and 
surveillance assets. While the chair-
man has made some enhancements to 
operations, more could and should be 
done to equip our operators in the 
field. With a drug war raging in Mexico 
and the drug supply lines bustling from 
South America, we must not only step 
up operations along the southwest bor-
der, but also increase our interdiction 
efforts in the source and transit zones. 

Second, I would be remiss, Madam 
Chairman, if I didn’t clarify my posi-
tion on a piece of language contained 
in the report accompanying today’s 
bill. On page 49, the report says ‘‘that 
ICE must have no higher immigration 
enforcement priority,’’ referring to the 
identification and removal of criminal 
aliens. Now, I know the issue of crimi-
nal aliens is near and dear to Chairman 
PRICE’s heart, as it is mine. Over the 
past 2 years, I have supported his ef-
forts in this regard with one major ca-
veat, that an emphasis upon criminal 
aliens will not come at the expense of 
other critical immigration and enforce-
ment functions. Every time I hear 
someone on the other side of the aisle 
profess that ICE should have no higher 
immigration enforcement priority than 
criminal aliens, I must remind them 
that not one of the 9/11 hijackers could 
be classified as so-called ‘‘criminal 
aliens’’ and that all of the 9/11 terror-
ists exploited the legal immigration 
system. So immigration enforcement 
matters to our homeland security, and 
we must not lose sight of that fact. 

Now, in addition to these concerns, I 
think it is imperative that the home-
land security implications of closing 
the Guantanamo Bay facility be thor-
oughly addressed. So I am thankful 
that through a bipartisan effort during 
our committee markup we adopted my 
amendment to require the Department 
to conduct a thorough threat assess-
ment for each and every Guantanamo 
detainee, to add their names as well to 
the no-fly lists, and prevent the possi-
bility of immigration benefits being 
used as a loophole that could lead to 
the release of these detainees into the 
United States. 

This is a deadly serious issue. We 
need to know the threat posed by a 
possible transfer of these terrorists to 
both our hometowns and to susceptible 
inmate populations in our prisons 
across our country. And this need to 
know is exacerbated by the fact that 
the President is moving forward with 
detainee transfers and resettlements as 
we speak, ignoring Congress’ bipar-
tisan, bicameral calls for better plan-
ning and risk analysis. The adoption of 
that amendment is a prime example of 
how this body can work together in the 
name of responsible oversight and secu-
rity, and I believe it’s an absolutely 
vital addition to the bill. 

Madam Chairman, it is my hope that 
we can continue to address these issues 
and further improve what I believe to 
be a well-crafted bill. While I have 
made it clear that it is my intention to 
support this bill, I will also continue to 
voice my suggestions for how it can be 
strengthened. 

In closing, let me again voice my dis-
appointment and indignation with the 
majority’s decision to close down a full 
and open debate on today’s bill. This 
misguided decision by the Democrat 
leadership clouds what should be a 
thorough discussion of the safety and 
security of our Nation. 

I look forward to working with the 
chairman of the subcommittee and the 
committee as we continue to move the 
bill through the 2010 process, a process 
that I hope can salvage some vestige of 
the long-standing and cherished tradi-
tions of open and fair debate. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself 1 minute, to 
be followed by 4 minutes for a colloquy. 
But before we go any further in this de-
bate today, I do want to pay tribute to 
our staff by name. These staff members 
have worked day and night for weeks 
now up to the committee markup, and 
now up to this floor consideration. 

Our chief clerk, Stephanie Gupta, 
Shalanda Young, Jeff Ashford, Jim 
Holm, Will Painter, Adam Wilson, Matt 
Behnke; and from my staff, Paul Cox, 
who spends full time on Homeland Se-
curity matters. On the minority side, 
the able minority clerk, Ben Nicholson, 
as well as Allison Dieters. We need to 
again and again thank these staff 
members, these true professionals, for 
the way they back up our work. 

And now, Madam Chairman, I would 
like to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) for 
purposes of a colloquy. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank and congratulate 
Chairman PRICE for his hard work on 
this legislation. My colleague, Con-
gresswoman ROYBAL-ALLARD, and I 
would like to engage the chairman in a 
colloquy for the purpose of high-
lighting the funding for alternatives to 
detention in H.R. 2892. 

Over the last decade, the United 
States has spent billions of dollars in 
the detention of hundreds of thousands 
of mostly noncriminal immigrants and 
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asylum seekers. There are, however, 
viable alternatives to our current de-
tention system, and they are generally 
more affordable and humane than de-
tention itself. 

It is not surprising that Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement, ICE, has 
also recognized the need for alter-
natives to detention, such as the Inten-
sive Supervision Appearance Program 
(ISAP) and the Enhanced Supervision 
and Reporting Program, which includes 
electronic monitoring. The Homeland 
Security Appropriations Act for fiscal 
year 2010 funds these smarter and less 
expensive means of enforcing our im-
migration laws, allocating $74 million 
to expand alternatives to detention 
programs nationally. 

I yield to Congresswoman ROYBAL- 
ALLARD. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. POLIS, I 
share your concerns about the finan-
cial cost of detention, and I am also 
distressed by the impact our current 
policies have on families and commu-
nities. 

Every year, hundreds of thousands of 
noncriminal immigrants are held in de-
tention. Many of these immigrants are 
detained for months or years in one of 
several hundred detention facilities in 
the country. They often face signifi-
cant challenges like inadequate access 
to medical care, legal assistance, and 
other necessary resources. Separated 
from their families and communities, 
they may languish in isolation and fall 
into depression. In some cases, entire 
families are held in prison-like condi-
tions. I believe we can do better and 
have introduced legislation to address 
many of these concerns. 

I commend Chairman PRICE for rec-
ognizing the importance of funding al-
ternatives to detention, a major step 
towards reforming our detention sys-
tem. 

Mr. POLIS. I yield to Chairman 
PRICE. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I want 
to thank Representative POLIS and 
Representative ROYBAL-ALLARD, a fine, 
hardworking member of our sub-
committee, for the work they’ve done 
on this issue, for highlighting the fi-
nancial cost and the human impact of 
ICE’S current detention policy. I, too, 
believe we can do better. 

While the average cost of detention is 
about $100 per person per day, alter-
native programs such as telephone re-
porting, unannounced home visits, 
local office reporting, and electronic 
monitoring cost, on average, less than 
$20 per person per day and are very suc-
cessful. According to a recent ICE anal-
ysis of the program, the Intensive Su-
pervision Appearance Program cur-
rently has a 99 percent total appear-
ance rate for all immigration hearings, 
a 95 percent appearance rate at final 
removal hearings, and a 91 percent 
compliance rate with removal orders. 

This program has been successful at 
pilot sites in Colorado, California, 
Maryland, Kansas, Florida and Penn-
sylvania; so, therefore, I sought fund-

ing to expand it. Our bill increases the 
budget for alternatives to detention 
programs by 16 percent above the 
President’s request. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the chairman for 
highlighting more cost-effective and 
humane alternatives to detention and 
for recognizing the financial and 
human costs of our current detention 
system. I want to applaud his leader-
ship as well as that of my colleague, 
Representative ROYBAL-ALLARD from 
California, on this important issue. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to a very 
hardworking member of our sub-
committee, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CALVERT). 

Mr. CALVERT. I would like to thank 
Chairman PRICE and Ranking Member 
ROGERS for crafting a very thoughtful 
bill for fiscal year 2010, the Homeland 
Security Appropriations bill. And I ap-
preciate the recognition of the Air and 
Marine Operations Center, which is lo-
cated in my congressional district. 
AMOC has been foremost in aviation- 
oriented law enforcement operations 
and coordinates our operations in the 
United States. It plays an integral role 
in protecting us from attack from drug 
and gun smuggling across our borders. 

However, I was disappointed that the 
extension of E-Verify was reduced from 
the President’s request of 3 years to 2 
years. The House overwhelmingly 
passed a 5-year reauthorization last 
year, and I think many people would 
support a permanent reauthorization of 
E-Verify. 

During full committee markup of the 
bill I offered an amendment but was re-
peatedly told that a reauthorization of 
E-Verify would be part of a comprehen-
sive immigration reform bill, which 
simply makes no sense. A reauthoriza-
tion of a voluntary program that has 
existed for 13 years should not be part 
of an immigration reform debate. Per-
haps my friends on the other side of 
the aisle are confusing reauthorization 
with mandatory participation in E- 
Verify, which I support, of course. 

However, the thousands of businesses 
that use E-Verify to comply with exist-
ing Federal law and the two States 
that have made it mandatory deserve 
assurance that the program will con-
tinue to be available. 

b 1600 

Furthermore, I would like to clear up 
some misconceptions about the E- 
Verify program, which seem to be end-
lessly repeated. 

E-Verify is 99.6 accurate. That’s 
right, only .4 percent of tentative non- 
confirmations are an error in the data. 
E-Verify is free to employers. It does 
not cost anything other than the min-
utes it takes to sign up for the program 
to use the system. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle repeatedly state that 10 percent of 
naturalized citizens receive a tentative 

non-confirmation. I would like to de-
liver some good news: That statistic is 
now down to 6.1 percent. So that means 
93.9 percent of naturalized citizens are 
immediately cleared to work. Of the 6.1 
percent that received the tentative 
non-confirmation, they only need to 
call a toll-free number to rectify their 
information. 

Other than my disagreement with 
the length of the reauthorization, I was 
also disappointed that an amendment I 
offered in the Rules Committee was 
ruled out of order. My amendment 
would have allowed Members to vote 
on whether the executive order requir-
ing Federal contractors to use E-Verify 
should not be delayed again. The exec-
utive order has been delayed three 
times for dubious reasons. 

Secretary Napolitano has signaled 
her support for E-Verify, and the peo-
ple running E-Verify have declared 
they are ready with the Federal con-
tractor requirement. When it comes to 
doing business with the Federal Gov-
ernment, which is funded by the Amer-
ican taxpayer, the use of E-Verify 
should be mandatory. 

In closing, I would like to reiterate 
my support for the bill, but with strong 
reservations about the majority’s ac-
tions that has severely restricted 
amendments and has shut down a once 
open process. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to another 
fine member of our subcommittee, Mrs. 
LOWEY. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, I would 
like to thank the gentleman from 
North Carolina for writing a strong bill 
that provides much-needed funding for 
critical initiatives, several of which I 
would like to mention. 

Emergency communication gaps re-
main for many first responders. The 
bill includes $50 million for interoper-
ability grants, $45 million for the Of-
fice of Emergency Communications, 
and $80 million for Command, Control, 
and Interoperability research and de-
velopment. These important programs 
will benefit first responders in all of 
our communities. 

The bill also includes $887 million for 
the Urban Area Security Initiative, 
nearly $50 million more than FY09. 
This is the only program designed to 
exclusively assist high-risk urban areas 
such as New York, and I thank the 
chairman for substantially increasing 
its funding. 

However, I would be remiss if I did 
not mention the Securing the Cities 
Initiative, which is not funded in the 
bill. This program seeks to prevent the 
smuggling of illicit nuclear material 
into Manhattan. The threat of a radio-
logical attack and New York’s status 
as the number one terror target re-
mains, and I hope the bill signed into 
law includes money for securing the 
cities. I know there are concerns due to 
the length of the project and unspent 
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funds, but I do believe we must do ev-
erything we can to prevent what Presi-
dent Obama has called the most imme-
diate and extreme threat to global se-
curity. 

This is still a good bill, and I thank 
the gentleman from North Carolina for 
everything he has done to ensure that 
our first responders, particularly those 
in high-risk areas, are prepared for fu-
ture emergencies. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes for the 
purpose of a colloquy to the gentleman 
from Washington State, Mr. HASTINGS. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Chairman, I thank my friend 
from Kentucky for yielding, and I rise 
to engage in colloquy with Chairman 
PRICE. 

Mr. Chairman, as you quickly know 
we are quickly approaching the August 
2009 deadline to screen 100 percent of 
the cargo transported on passenger air-
planes. I commend you and Ranking 
Member ROGERS for your work to pro-
vide adequate funding to help TSA 
meet the important requirements with-
out slowing commerce. 

The cargo screening requirement has 
already gone into effect at the Seattle- 
Tacoma International Airport in the 
Northwest and other major west coast 
airports. Cherry growers in my dis-
trict, who transport half of the cherries 
they export on passenger aircraft, will 
only be able to ship their fruit in a 
timely manner this season because 
TSA has committed to bringing in re-
sources from other parts of the coun-
try. This will not be possible once the 
100 percent requirement goes into ef-
fect nationwide. 

As you know, Madam Chairman, per-
ishable items like cherries can be 
harmed by screening equipment and 
even delayed in getting to market. Ca-
nine teams have been identified as the 
most workable way to screen cherries 
and other perishable items. I was 
pleased to work with Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas and Mr. ROGERS of Alabama to 
offer an amendment to the TSA au-
thorization bill earlier this month to 
increase the number of canine teams 
used for air-cargo screening by no less 
than 100 teams. This amendment 
passed the House by a voice vote. 

Now, while the TSA authorization 
bill has yet to be signed into law, Mr. 
Chairman, is it your intention that 
TSA utilize funds provided in this bill 
to train additional canine teams? And I 
yield. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman, and I certainly 
recognize the important role that ca-
nine teams play in screening perishable 
items like fruits and vegetables. It’s 
my intention that TSA use a portion of 
these funds to train additional canine 
teams for air-cargo screening. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Re-
claiming my time, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to thank you for this clari-
fication and again, for the ranking 
member, Mr. ROGERS, and for your at-
tention to this important issue. I look 

forward to continuing to work with 
you to ensure that the 100 percent air- 
cargo screening requirement is met 100 
percent without unnecessarily harming 
cherry growers. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes for the 
purpose of a colloquy to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HARE). 

Mr. HARE. I rise for the purpose of 
entering into a colloquy with the 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I welcome a colloquy 
with my distinguished colleague. Mr. 
Chairman, as you know, my district is 
home to many levee districts along the 
Mississippi River. 

On February 25, 2009, the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency issued 
a new policy on rehabilitation assist-
ance for levees. Under this new policy, 
levee districts are prohibited from re-
ceiving FEMA assistance for flood 
cleanups, debris removal and 
dewatering. Instead, the burden for 
funding critical flood control activities 
is being shifted away from FEMA to 
the Corps of Engineers even though, as 
I understand it, the Corps does not 
have the authorization or the funding 
to reimburse the levee districts for 
these activities. 

My community, Mr. Chairman, is 
concerned that this policy leaves lev-
ees and the river communities they 
protect vulnerable during peak flood-
ing seasons while many are still recov-
ering from last summer’s floods. In 
fact, the Illinois Emergency Manage-
ment Agency recently reported that a 
drainage district in southern Illinois 
was denied reimbursement for debris 
removal as the direct result of this new 
policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have contacted 
FEMA to urge them to reverse the pol-
icy and continue assisting levee dis-
tricts with these costs to avoid further 
gaps in disaster assistance. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
FEMA and the Corps are working on 
this issue, but if there is no resolution 
by the time this bill heads to con-
ference, I may need the assistance of 
the chairman to resolve this matter. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Well, I 
thank the gentleman from Illinois for 
recognizing this important issue. The 
FEMA policy on levee assistance was 
intended to clarify the roles and re-
sponsibilities of Federal agencies in 
providing critical flood recovery work. 

I understand that the gentleman and 
the other members of the Illinois dele-
gation have concerns that the policy 
may not be accurate in its accounting 
of Federal responsibility and may have 
the unintended consequence of leaving 
gaps in assistance for local commu-
nities in levee districts. As the gen-
tleman mentioned, FEMA and the 
Army Corps are reevaluating the policy 
to ensure there are no gaps in disaster 
assistance. 

I would like to stress this is only a 
policy, not a rule, so FEMA could eas-
ily make adjustments to this docu-
ment. If changes are necessary, FEMA 

should do so in consultation with the 
Army Corps to ensure accurateness. 
This issue is also being evaluated with 
the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, the authorizing 
committee of jurisdiction. 

I will monitor the issue as our bill 
progresses. I will work with the gen-
tleman, the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, and the Energy 
and Water Appropriations Sub-
committee as we go forward. 

Mr. HARE. I thank the chairman, 
and I thank you again for your atten-
tion to this matter. This is a matter of 
great importance to my district and I 
look forward to working with you. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I 
thank the gentleman. 

I rise for the purpose of entering into 
a colloquy with the chairman of the 
subcommittee to highlight a serious 
concern with regard to FEMA’s subcon-
tracting practices. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I wel-
come a colloquy with my distinguished 
colleague. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Thank 
you. 

Chairman Price, I have constituents 
back in my district in the State of New 
Jersey who have highlighted a current 
FEMA solicitation for risk map pro-
duction. What it does, it seems to shut 
out the small and the medium, the 
small medium-sized businesses. Back 
after Hurricane Katrina, FEMA was, 
rightly so, criticized for issuing sole- 
source contracts to three very large 
companies. Unfortunately, that pat-
tern seems to be repeating itself. 

I agree that updating the Nation’s 
flood map is critical to managing and 
reducing the Nation’s flood risk, but 
operating the program under a fair and 
an open competition, I think, will 
produce the best results for the dis-
trict, the State and the country as 
well. 

I yield. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 

thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
for highlighting this issue. I agree that 
the flood-map program is an instru-
mental tool in reducing the loss of life 
and property from floods. This sub-
committee will work with the gen-
tleman to review the recent contract 
solicitation. 

I am committed to ensuring that 
DHS invests acquisition dollars in 
projects that are well planned, com-
petitively awarded, well managed and 
closely overseen. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I ap-
preciate the chairman’s comments on 
that. As I said a moment ago, this is 
not just about the Fifth District or 
even the State of New Jersey, which 
has had a number of flooding problems 
in the past, but this is an important 
issue for fairness all across the country 
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to address the issue of flooding across 
the country as well. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to recognize 
our colleague, Mr. CUELLAR, for 2 min-
utes. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Madam Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of this bill and Chairman 
PRICE’s manager’s amendment, which 
includes an amendment that I coau-
thored with my friend, Mr. MARTIN 
HEINRICH, to reduce government waste, 
abuse, and inefficiency. 

This simple amendment, common-
sense amendment, ensures that no tax-
payer dollars will be used to purchase 
first-class tickets for the employees of 
agencies funded by this bill, except in 
special circumstances, as allowed by 
law. 

Madam Chairman, it goes without 
saying that the Federal Government 
should never use taxpayer dollars for 
extravagant luxuries and excessive 
spending. To say that these are dif-
ficult economic times is an understate-
ment. There has never been a more im-
portant moment for the Federal Gov-
ernment to demonstrate that it is a 
careful steward of taxpayers’ dollars 
and that it would not engage in frivo-
lous and wasteful excesses. 

Just as every American household 
has gathered around the kitchen table, 
finding ways to cut costs and reduce 
waste, the Federal Government has the 
responsibility to do the same. Fiscal 
responsibility should be a primary ob-
jective of every Member. And as a 
member of the fiscally responsible Blue 
Dog Coalition, I will continue to work 
with my colleagues to address the in-
creasing national debt that we have. 

However, it is important that we 
tackle every cost-saving opportunity, 
large or small, to meet that goal. I am 
pleased that Chairman PRICE included 
this amendment in his manager’s 
amendment. I would also like to thank 
my colleague from New Mexico, Mr. 
HEINRICH, for working with me on this 
issue, and for his dedication on cost- 
saving issues. 

I don’t see Mr. HEINRICH here, so I 
would conclude my remarks. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, could I inquire of the time 
remaining. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has 14 minutes remaining 
and the gentleman from North Caro-
lina also has 14 minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield 4 
minutes to one of our hardest-working 
members of our committee and sub-
committee, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON). 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I want to thank Mr. PRICE 
of North Carolina. 

Our Subcommittee on Homeland Se-
curity is, I think, a terrific example of 
how the Congress ought to operate. I 
am one of the most dedicated fiscal 

conservatives in the House. Our sub-
committee is made up of people of very 
strong beliefs on both sides of the aisle, 
but we don’t work in that committee 
with regard to party. We don’t even 
mention party labels. I have done my 
best to really erase that term from my 
language and focus on what’s fiscally 
conservative and fiscally liberal. 

But this committee really has to 
work on what is good for the Nation. 
We have to work together in a way, I 
think, that has—I hope the leadership 
of the Congress would use the work of 
this subcommittee, the work of all the 
subcommittees on Appropriations, as a 
model. 

It’s important, I think, for this Con-
gress in this time of record debt and 
deficit to do what’s right for the coun-
try, do what’s right for the kids and 
our grandchildren, and focus on ways 
to be fiscally responsible. At a time of 
record debt and deficit, at a time when 
the national debt is now approaching 
$11 trillion, at a time when the deficit 
is at record levels, at a time when the 
new President has laid out a budget 
and foresees record debt and deficit as 
far as the eye can see, we in the Con-
gress have a special responsibility to be 
guardians of the Treasury, do every-
thing in our power to control spending 
and avoid unnecessary increases in 
spending. 

And the Homeland Security bill in 
front of the Congress today is one that 
was again put together by our sub-
committee, Mr. ROGERS, working with 
Chairman PRICE. Everybody in the sub-
committee participated. I am very 
grateful to you, Chairman PRICE, for 
working so closely with all of us and 
putting this bill together. 

b 1615 
Without the increase for bioshield, 

the funding level for Homeland Secu-
rity is about what—actually, below the 
level of inflation. At a time when we 
are under attack from foreign terror-
ists who are going to use any means at 
their disposal to sneak into the United 
States to kill Americans, it’s impor-
tant that we do everything in our 
power to protect this Nation. 

Homeland security is one of those 
areas where there are no parties’ la-
bels, where we have an obligation to 
work together, and we’ve done so on 
this subcommittee. We have profound 
concerns and differences on the overall 
spending levels of the appropriations 
bills as a whole, of the omnibus spend-
ing bill that we passed earlier this 
year, of the spendulus bill that was 
passed earlier year, of the tremendous 
unprecedented increases in spending we 
have seen in this Congress, but on this 
subcommittee we’ve all worked to-
gether. 

I’m particularly pleased to follow my 
friend from Texas, Mr. CUELLAR. All of 
us in the Texas delegation have worked 
together so well in securing our south-
ern border. HENRY CUELLAR and I were 
elected together, and CIRO RODRIGUEZ, 
who serves on the subcommittee with 
me, who represents the Del Rio area. 

HENRY and CIRO and I were elected to 
the Texas legislature in 1986. That 
friendship that we formed from 1986 has 
served us well today. And we’ve worked 
together in establishing a program 
called Operation Streamline, a zero- 
tolerance program where we are enforc-
ing in Texas existing law, with largely 
existing resources, to arrest and pros-
ecute essentially everybody that 
crosses the border illegally between 
Del Rio and Zapata County, with a re-
sult that the crime rate has plum-
meted. In Laredo, they have seen about 
a 60 percent drop in the crime rate; in 
Del Rio, over 70 percent drop in the 
crime rate; and the lowest level of ille-
gal crossings since they began to keep 
statistics. 

This is a piece of good news the Na-
tion needs to hear, that our border is 
far more secure in Texas because we’re 
enforcing existing law, applying com-
mon sense, and working together in a 
partnership between State and local 
authorities and the Federal authori-
ties. 

We have, in Texas, I think, dem-
onstrated that Texas, we always keep 
Texas first in our minds regardless of 
party. And I want to thank the chair-
man and our ranking member for put-
ting together a bill that focuses on na-
tional security and includes the inter-
ests of all Members from all parts of 
the country. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to yield 2 min-
utes to one of our outstanding new 
Members from Florida, Ms. KOSMAS. 

Ms. KOSMAS. I rise today in support 
of the 2010 Homeland Security Appro-
priations Act, a bill that will improve 
the safety and security of our cities, 
ports, borders, and air travel. 

This bill also provides important 
funding for our first responders on the 
front lines of emergencies through 
State and local grants, including the 
Metropolitan Medical Response Sys-
tem. I would like to thank Chairman 
PRICE and Ranking Member ROGERS for 
including my amendment to increase 
funding by $4 million for this vital pro-
gram in the manager’s amendment. 

Increasing funding over fiscal year 
2009 will help ensure that high-threat, 
highly populated communities such as 
the Orlando metropolitan area will be 
better prepared to respond when faced 
with emergencies, whether it be a ter-
rorist attack, an epidemic disease out-
break, or a natural disaster. 

The MMRS program assists 124 high-
ly populated jurisdictions across the 
country in their efforts to coordinate 
among law enforcement, fire, EMS, 
public health, and emergency manage-
ment agencies. It allows these jurisdic-
tions to develop response plans, con-
duct training and exercises, and ac-
quire personal protective equipment to 
respond most effectively to emergency 
situations. 

I believe, and I think we all believe, 
that preparedness is the key to miti-
gating disasters, and this additional 
funding will ensure that our local 
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emergency responders will be better 
able to protect their citizens and to re-
duce damages. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to a hardworking Member of 
this Congress, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN). 

Mr. DUNCAN. I do thank the gen-
tleman from Kentucky for yielding me 
this time. I want to say, first of all, 
and express my appreciation to Chair-
man PRICE and to Ranking Member 
ROGERS. They certainly are two of the 
hardest working Members we have in 
this Congress and two men whom I ad-
mire the most and for whom I have the 
greatest respect. 

I want to say that, overall, I think 
these leaders have produced a very 
good bill, particularly in regard to 
aviation security. That’s something in 
which I have a great interest because I 
did chair the Aviation Subcommittee 
for 6 years, and I know they have 
greatly increased the security at the 
airports and so forth. 

In fact, I will be offering an amend-
ment a little bit later that does freeze 
the appropriation for the Air Marshal 
Service, which I do feel, as one high- 
ranking TSA official told me 2 days 
ago, is sort of gilding the lily. And I 
think it’s a very unnecessary, useless 
part of the Federal Government and of 
this bill. 

But, overall, I think it’s a very fine 
bill. And I particularly want to thank 
Chairman PRICE and Ranking Member 
ROGERS for the work that they’re doing 
in regard to cybersecurity, because 
from everything that I have read over 
these last few years, that is going to be 
one of the areas that is going to be the 
most troublesome to this country in 
the years ahead. 

And so, Madam Chair, I will simply 
say that I want to express my apprecia-
tion to Chairman PRICE and Ranking 
Member ROGERS, and particularly the 
staff that has worked so hard on this 
legislation. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Arizona (Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK). 

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. 
Madam Chairman, I rise to engage 
Chairman PRICE of the Homeland Secu-
rity Subcommittee in a colloquy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I am 
pleased to enter into a colloquy with 
my distinguished colleague from Ari-
zona. 

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. 
Madam Chairman, Mr. Chairman, over 
the past several years we in the South-
west have witnessed a dramatic rise in 
illegal activity along our border. The 
new leadership at the Department of 
Homeland Security is committed to 
cracking down on this problem, and 
Federal law enforcement on the ground 
is doing an excellent job of putting the 
new plan into action. 

One organization with a pivotal role 
in our border efforts is Customs and 
Border Protection, CBP, Air and Ma-

rine, which provides critical air sup-
port to CBP officers and Border Patrol 
agents. This air support is an unrivaled 
resource in our fight to keep our bor-
ders safe. 

Unfortunately, I have repeatedly 
heard frustration from agents in my 
district that air resources are in short 
supply and are often not available to 
agents on the ground. 

Mr. Chairman, it is important that 
we work to resolve this issue, whether 
by better management of existing re-
sources or by increasing those re-
sources. Therefore, as this bill heads 
toward conference, I ask your support 
in making sure these important ques-
tions are addressed and answered. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I ap-
preciate the gentlewoman’s strong 
commitment to securing our Nation’s 
borders and her hard work on this issue 
as a Member from a border State and a 
member of the authorizing committee 
on Homeland Security. 

I assure her I will work with her to 
provide information about how it 
meets requests for air support on the 
border, as well as any program changes 
or resources required to optimize CBP 
Air and Marine effectiveness at the 
border. 

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. Re-
claiming my time, I wish to thank the 
distinguished chairman and his staff 
for working with me on this important 
issue. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to recognize 
now for such time as he may consume 
the ranking Republican on the full 
Committee on Appropriations, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS). 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Thank you 
very much for yielding me the time. I 
really rise for a couple of reasons to 
speak generally about this bill. 

First is to say that the two people 
who are providing the leadership for 
this bill are as fine of members of the 
Appropriations Committee as there 
are. Chairman PRICE is one of those 
people who digs into issues, does his 
homework. He treats people in a fair 
and balanced way. Beyond that, he’s a 
fabulous person to be associated with 
in the Appropriations Committee. 

HAL ROGERS, on the other hand—let’s 
see, what can I say about HAL ROGERS? 
A wonderful Member from Kentucky, 
who also in this arena knows as much 
about this subject as anybody that I 
know. 

One of the things that’s dis-
concerting to me about this bill, for it 
is one that perhaps addresses the most 
important area of responsibility we 
have, that is, protecting our homeland. 
Combine this bill with our national se-
curity measure and that is our na-
tional defense and America’s ability to 
protect freedom in the world. But, in-
deed, it’s interesting to note that at a 
subcommittee meeting recently, I 
spent some time dealing with another 
bill, an area that the public isn’t al-
ways so supportive of, namely, the for-
eign assistance or foreign aid bill. 

And it came to my attention in this 
process and exchange that the foreign 
aid bill that will be coming to the floor 
very soon is approximately $10 billion 
more than our Homeland Security bill. 
Think about that. 

We’re in a condition where people, to 
say the least, here at home are pressed 
to the wall, all kinds of concerns be-
sides the economy, concern about our 
security here at home. And they don’t 
always stand up intently to say we’ve 
got to be sending our money overseas 
in the form of foreign aid. In this 
arena, the Homeland Security bill has 
almost $10 billion less in it than the 
foreign aid bill. Now, it’s a very inter-
esting commentary, to say the least. 

Beyond that, let me mention to both 
the chairman and the ranking member, 
California, of course, has lots of border. 
Later on, I will have an amendment 
relative to border security. But, in-
deed, I know many of the Members who 
are listening to this discussion today 
are worried about their own borders in 
their home territory. 

If we cannot advance technologically 
and by way of funding our ability to 
protect our homeland and be dead seri-
ous about it, projecting over a 10-year 
period, then we’re making a very big 
mistake in this House. 

The work that’s done by our chair-
man and our ranking member has pro-
duced a very fine product. They really 
have balanced, within the limited 
means that they have, the priorities 
that I think I would apply myself. But, 
indeed, I want the Members to know 
that there is still a lot of work to do. 

And, one more time, congratulations 
to both HAL ROGERS and to our chair-
man. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to yield 2 min-
utes to a distinguished subcommittee 
member from the authorizing com-
mittee, our colleague, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I offer 
my appreciation to the appropriators, 
Mr. PRICE and Mr. ROGERS, and would 
ask that as we make our way through 
this process that we continue to col-
laborate and work on issues that will 
move forward the whole issue of secu-
rity and safety. 

Quickly, I would hope that as we 
move through conference we’d have an 
opportunity to ensure that the Office 
of Risk Management is, in fact, the 
lead office that analyzes the issue of 
risk, risk-based assessment as it re-
lates to security. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Chairman PRICE, 
I would like to speak to you specifi-
cally about the Transportation Secu-
rity Authorization bill, which just 
about a week or so ago was passed with 
a reemphasis or a new emphasis on the 
security of surface transportation. 

We know that just a few days ago we 
had an enormous tragedy here in Wash-
ington, D.C. That question may have 
fallen upon the issue of safety, but it 
could have been an issue of security, an 
issue dealing with terrorism. And we 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:07 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JN7.070 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7185 June 24, 2009 
know, as it relates to the Department 
of Transportation safety inspectors for 
rail, pipeline, and highway, there are 
over a thousand of them; but as it re-
lates to security, transportation secu-
rity, a mere 175. 

Of course, you know I had an amend-
ment that would have simply moved $4 
million in order to ensure that we 
would have an increase in safety or se-
curity inspectors under the Transpor-
tation Security Administration pursu-
ant to the legislation that was passed 
by this House. 

I would like to continue to work with 
the appropriators as this bill moves to-
ward conference and moves toward the 
Senate. And I would ask the chairman, 
I would like to yield to him, that we 
have a focus on the authorizing lan-
guage that says that we need to do 
more with respect to security for sur-
face transportation, rail, buses, trains, 
and other resources, and work with 
him to ensure that we would have dol-
lars to increase the number of transit 
security inspectors. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
b 1615 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank my colleague for her good work 
on this issue and her very effective 
pointing out of our unmet needs in the 
area of surface transportation security. 
I do, indeed, pledge to work with her as 
we move toward conference to see what 
kind of resources we can identify. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the chairman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LATTA). 

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Madam Chair, last night we were in 
Rules on, I believe, a very important 
amendment that Mr. MINNICK and I of-
fered. It was really to save jobs; and it 
was also really to put a hold on what 
was happening with Homeland Security 
and also what was going on with the 
folks at Customs, trying to put forward 
a regulation, a rule that’s going to put 
Americans out of work. 

At the same time it’s also not only 
going to put Americans out of work, 
but we’re looking at 35 million Ameri-
cans that have a certain type of knife. 
I do not believe that a rule should be 
done that Congress in 1958 defined what 
a certain type of knife was. So last 
night of course we were there, and we 
shouldn’t have been there. We should 
have been here on an open rule and 
with an amendment on the floor and 
not in the Rules Committee because 
this is important. 

Again, as I said, this is going to cost 
jobs, jobs at the Buck Knife Company 
up in the northwest part of the United 
States—hundreds of jobs. It’s esti-
mated that over 4,000 individuals in 
this country could be affected just in 
the knife industry alone. Not only 
those 4,000 individuals there, but there 
is about 20,000 other ancillary jobs out 
there. That’s why it’s so important we 
should be talking about this. But un-
fortunately, again, where we were last 
night, we weren’t doing what we should 

have been doing. We should have had 
the amendment here on the floor be-
cause I believe it’s absolutely impor-
tant that we make sure the House is 
headed in the right direction, the way 
it should be going; and that’s through 
the process that we should be in, the 
normal process, not the process that 
we’re in today. 

But I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing because I think that the debate 
that we’re in is very, very vital to this 
country. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, may I inquire how much time we 
have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has 81⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
31⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. We 
have no further speakers on the floor 
at this point. There may be one on the 
way. 

I would like to reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

You know, since 9/11 I think we’ve 
come a long way in securing the coun-
try. It’s been 8 long years. Laborious 
tasks have been undertaken. First, the 
formation of the Department of Home-
land Security, attempting to merge 
some 22 different agencies of the gov-
ernment into a single agency under the 
umbrella of the Department of Home-
land Security. And yes, we’ve made 
progress—I think substantial pro-
gress—in aviation security and the pro-
tection of goods coming into the coun-
try by container box. We’ve made sub-
stantial gains across the board in se-
curing our American homeland. But 
we’re still a long way from being where 
we need to be. 

It seems like it’s been terribly slow 
in many of the areas that we need to 
work on. But you know, it’s amazing to 
me. I was just reading a book about 
World War II and just how quickly the 
Nation responded to the attack on 
Pearl Harbor, 1941. In just 4 years, 
Madam Chair, half the time since 9/11, 
the Nation geared up and produced 
6,500 ships. It produced some 300,000 air-
planes, hundreds of thousands of tanks 
and rifles, ammunition, warships, lib-
erty ships, transport ships, thousands 
upon thousands of howitzers and weap-
ons of war in just 4 short years. And 
we’ve had double that time since 9/11 to 
gear up for the protection of the coun-
try from the newest threat in the 
globe. 

And yes, I am disappointed at times 
about the progress that we lack. But 
I’ve got to say that we’ve got some 
very brave people in all these agencies 
that now make up the Department of 
Homeland Security, that take their re-
sponsibilities deadly serious. They 
work hard; they don’t get much thanks 
from anyone for the good work that 
they do; and we should take a moment 
the next time we go through an airport 
and thank that TSA worker or that 
Coast Guard worker or that FEMA 
helper in our home districts. I recently 
had the great opportunity to thank the 

FEMA response to a terrible flood in 
my district over Mother’s Day week-
end. But we need to thank these people 
because they don’t get much of that, 
and they are doing a great service in 
defending us on our home turf. 

With that, Madam Chair, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I want 
to thank our distinguished former 
chairman and ranking member for 
those remarks. He is a student of his-
tory, as he’s just demonstrated. He 
came to this subcommittee as its 
founding chairman with a great deal of 
understanding of just how big this 
challenge was after 9/11, bringing these 
22 agencies together, but also with an 
instinct for how to put it all together 
and make this department work. We’ve 
made great strides. I agree with him 
also on the work yet to be done, of 
course, but over these 7 years we can 
look back on considerable progress. 

Mr. ROGERS talked about the careers 
of civil servants and others, the Border 
Patrol agents, Coast Guard men and 
women, the people who staff these 
agencies every day. One of the benefits 
of the process we had this year, holding 
more broad-gauged hearings before we 
had a budget and before we had the 
agency heads in place, was for us to get 
a closer look at some of these career 
people and the good work they’ve done. 
We took a broader look at agency oper-
ations and gained some appreciation 
for what is being achieved and a better 
fix on some of the things that we need 
to improve. 

I hope and believe that our bill re-
flects that experience. It has been put 
together in a cooperative fashion. We 
look forward to taking it on from the 
House today and, by the start of the 
new fiscal year, being ready to put the 
program we envision in place. We’re de-
lighted to work with the new Secretary 
and the President’s appointees at the 
agencies who are now assuming their 
roles. This bill today, I’m confident, is 
a very positive step in the process of 
putting this department’s program to-
gether in cooperation with the new ad-
ministration for the benefit of all 
Americans. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Chair, I rise today to 
express my concern regarding the provisions 
of this bill relating to the National Bio- and 
Agro-defense Facility, NBAF. The threats fac-
ing this country are numerous and varied. 
With the intention of closing the research facil-
ity at Plum Island, NY, it is imperative that a 
new research facility be constructed as quickly 
as possible. 

This is one of the many reasons why offi-
cials at the Department of Homeland Security 
selected Manhattan, Kansas, as the site for 
the new NBAF research center. Kansas State 
University is already home to a Biosafety 
Level 3, BSL 3, research facility, which means 
that right this minute the Plum Island facility 
could be relocated, with minimal disruptions in 
its critical research. 

Construction is ready to begin on the new 
BSL 4 NBAF facility. State and local funding is 
already in place to assist in the development 
of the facility. The only thing lacking is action 
by those in Washington. 

This bill, however, ignores not only the re-
quests made by myself and other Members 
representing the great State of Kansas, but 
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also the decision of the Department of Home-
land Security. By not funding NBAF, this bill 
leaves our nation and its food supply vulner-
able to dangerous diseases, including Rift Val-
ley Fever and African Swine Fever. Further-
more, it allows live cultures of these and other 
dangerous diseases to remain in facilities at 
Plum Island that DHS defined as, ‘‘reaching 
the end of its life cycle.’’ 

In refusing to fund construction on the new 
NBAF site in Manhattan, the Committee raised 
concerns over the risk of diseases, particularly 
Foot-and-Mouth Disease, FMD, being re-
leased into the heart of livestock country. On 
that issue let me point out that DHS was 
aware of this risk when Manhattan, Kansas, 
was selected as the new site, and is already 
taking steps to address these concerns by an 
anticipated threat assessment which should be 
released shortly. 

I sincerely hope that as this bill works its 
way towards the Conference Committee that 
funding for construction of the new NBAF facil-
ity can be included. I have spoken with the 
Chairman and Ranking Member, and have 
their assurances that once these concerns are 
addressed, they will take steps to fund this 
critical program. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues on the Committee to ensure 
that our nation remains protected from dan-
gerous diseases. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam Chair, I rise 
today in strong support of the fiscal year 2010 
Homeland Security Appropriations bill. 

One of our government’s foremost duties is 
to protect the American people. 

Fulfilling that critical mission falls to the men 
and women of the Department of Homeland 
Security and, as Members of Congress, we 
have an obligation to provide them with the re-
sources they need to meet the challenge of 
defending our nation. 

Ably led by Chairman DAVID PRICE and 
Ranking Member HAL ROGERS, the Homeland 
Security Subcommittee has crafted legislation 
that does just that. It allocates more than $42 
billion to equip our Border Patrol officers, bag-
gage screeners, customs agents and Coast 
Guard captains to successfully combat the 
threats America faces. 

Like President Obama, we understand that 
even in a tough fiscal environment, with so 
many pressing priorities competing for the 
same scarce tax dollars, the Department de-
serves funding that reflects the scale of its re-
sponsibilities. 

Of course, our success in meeting Amer-
ica’s security challenges depends on more 
than the size of the Department’s annual ap-
propriation. Just as important is the strength of 
its planning and the effectiveness of its leader-
ship. 

Accordingly, the bill provides a sound blue-
print for responsibly managing an organization 
that encompasses more than 200,000 employ-
ees at 22 different agencies. Drawing on the 
expertise of GAO, the DHS Inspector General 
and stakeholders both in government and pri-
vate industry, the legislation successfully 
matches resources and risks, ensuring a bal-
anced approach to protecting our most sen-
sitive infrastructure. For example, in the wake 
of the London and Madrid bombings, it will en-
sure that our vulnerable transit systems are no 
longer neglected by providing $103 million for 
surface transportation security. 

Just as importantly, the bill also takes 
meaningful steps to address the injustices in-
herent in our broken immigration system. 

Under the previous administration, instead 
of pursuing violent felons, Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement, ICE, elected to fill its 
arbitrary quotas by seeking out working immi-
grants who posed no threat to their commu-
nities. Since 2002, the deportation of non- 
criminals has increased by 400 percent while 
criminal deportations are up only 60 percent. 
This bill sensibly shifts ICE’s primary enforce-
ment target from families to felons. 

In addition, the bill responds to reports of 
asylum seekers denied medical attention and 
children subjected to lonely nights in border 
jails by imposing stronger oversight on deten-
tion centers and expanding alternatives to in-
carceration for vulnerable immigrants. 

These provisions are vitally important and 
they point to perhaps the bill’s greatest 
strength: the recognition that we can protect 
the American people without violating their 
rights or compromising our ideals. 

I thank the Chairman and his staff once 
again for their excellent work on this crucial 
legislation and urge its swift passage. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, I rise in 
support of the Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Act of 2010. This bipartisan legislation 
funds the homeland security priorities of the 
country and strengthens our commitment to 
our state and local homeland security part-
ners. 

To help address the unique security needs 
of our high-risk urban areas, such as the 
Washington Capitol Region, the bill requests 
$887 million for Urban Area Security Initiative 
grants. These grants fund the security serv-
ices and equipment needs of the nation’s 
highest-threat, high-density areas and helps to 
ensure that our state and local leaders have 
the resources they need to protect these 
areas from terrorist attack. 

In addition to appropriating funding to se-
cure our passenger rail and air and sea ports, 
the bill provides funding for interoperable com-
munications and for the nation’s emergency 
operation centers. For our firefighters and 
other first responders, the bill adds $800 mil-
lion for assistance grants for training and 
equipment. These funds will also be used to 
stem the tide of layoffs that are weakening our 
fire services and putting the public’s safety at 
increased risk. 

The House considers this bill just two days 
after the Washington Capitol Area experienced 
one of the worst passenger rail tragedies in 
our nation’s history. We owe a debt of grati-
tude to the first responders who arrived from 
across the region to provide aid and comfort 
to the victims of this tragedy. 

By funding these and other important pro-
grams, the Homeland Security Appropriations 
Act of 2010, helps make our country more se-
cure in times like these. I encourage my col-
leagues to join me in support of this vital piece 
of legislation. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

No amendment shall be in order ex-
cept the amendments printed in part A 
and B of House Report 111–183, not to 
exceed four of the amendments printed 
in part C of the report if offered by the 

gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) or 
his designee, and not to exceed one of 
the amendments printed in part D of 
the report if offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. CAMPBELL) or his 
designee. Each amendment shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable 
for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. An 
amendment printed in part B, C, or D 
of the report may be offered only at the 
appropriate point in the reading. 

After consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on 
Appropriations or their designees each 
may offer one pro forma amendment to 
the bill for the purpose of debate, 
which shall be controlled by the pro-
ponent. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2892 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Department of Homeland Security for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENTAL 
MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONS 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY AND EXECUTIVE 
MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, as author-
ized by section 102 of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 112), and executive man-
agement of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, as authorized by law, $147,427,000: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $60,000 shall be for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses, of which $20,000 shall be made avail-
able to the Office of Policy solely to host 
Visa Waiver Program negotiations in Wash-
ington, DC. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
PRICE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina: 

Page 2, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $17,000,000)’’ 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,900,000)’’. 

Page 5, line 20, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,900,000)’’. 

Page 39, line 21, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)’’. 

Page 40, line 10, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 40, line 14, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘increased by $3,000,000)’’ 

Page 40, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)’’. 

Page 44, line 25, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

Page 45, line 1, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC.l. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to close or trans-
fer the operations of the Florida Long Term 
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Recovery Office of the Federal Emergency 
Management Administration located in Or-
lando, Florida. 

SEC.l. None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used for first-class travel by 
the employees of agencies funded by this Act 
in contravention of sections 301–10.122 
through 301.10–124 of title 41, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

SEC.l. No funds appropriated by this Act 
may be used to impose any negative per-
sonnel action against any Department of 
Homeland Security employee who engages 
with the public in the course of the employ-
ee’s duties, for the use of surgical masks, N95 
respirators, gloves, or hand sanitizer. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself as much time as I 
may consume. 

My amendment, I believe, is non-
controversial. It includes a number of 
amendments put forth by other Mem-
bers that we believe would be good ad-
ditions to the bill, including: First, ad-
ditional funding for the Firefighter 
grant program that draws on proposals 
from Representatives ALTMIRE, 
PASCRELL, AUSTRIA, PETER KING and 
BIGGERT; additional funding for non-
profit security grants, from Represent-
atives COHEN and WEINER; additional 
funding for the Metropolitan Medical 
Response System, from Representative 
KOSMAS; additional funding to imple-
ment the Western Hemisphere Travel 
Initiative, from Representative MITCH-
ELL; ensuring that DHS employees who 
interact with the public can use per-
sonal protective equipment without 
negative personnel action, from Rep-
resentative LYNCH; a prohibition on 
funds in this bill being used for first- 
class travel, with certain exceptions, 
from Representative CUELLAR; and a 
prohibition of funds in this bill from 
being used to close or transfer oper-
ations of a FEMA recovery office, com-
ing from Representative HASTINGS. 

All increases are appropriately offset 
elsewhere in the bill. While the bill in-
cludes earmarks in it, which have been 
properly disclosed according to House 
procedures, this amendment does not 
contain any congressional earmarks. I 
ask Members to support this amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Chair, I rise to claim the time in oppo-
sition. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chair, it saddens me that the long- 
standing cherished traditions of debate 
within this Chamber have come to 
this—a so-called manager’s amendment 
that is more about limiting the time 
on today’s debate and placating the in-
terests of Democrats than truly im-
proving this bill. So I rise in opposition 
to this amendment, not on the sub-
stance of the amendment itself, mind 
you, but on the flawed and misguided 

procedure under which it is being of-
fered. We seldom do manager’s amend-
ments on appropriations bills on the 
floor; and when on the rare occasion 
that we have, it’s been a true man-
ager’s amendment, one that is non-
controversial and bipartisan. This 
amendment meets the interests of nine 
Democrats, and the minority was never 
consulted on the substance and con-
struction of this amendment—never. 

Furthermore, this amendment in-
cludes a provision that would be sub-
ject to a point of order during a normal 
debate to make this provision in order, 
then included in this flawed amend-
ment. And finally, denying other Mem-
bers the right to offer their amend-
ments that were clearly germane and 
in order, including one of this ranking 
member. It’s beyond the pale. 

The majority also denies the ability 
of a hardworking member of our sub-
committee, and myself as well, an op-
portunity to offer an amendment on E- 
Verify, the way that employers in this 
country can be sure that an applicant 
for work is not an illegal alien. Both 
amendments were clearly in order. 
Both amendments pertain to a critical 
issue that’s germane to this bill. To 
deny us the ability to offer such legiti-
mate amendments is a complete trav-
esty, especially in light of this amend-
ment before us. 

So it is clearly not a manager’s 
amendment, in my view. Instead, it’s a 
vehicle for the majority to further 
ramrod this bill off the floor through 
what is perhaps the most closed and ar-
bitrarily constrained debate I have 
seen in my 28 years or so in Congress. 

b 1645 
I am very troubled by the road the 

majority is heading down with actions 
such as this, actions that muddle what 
should be an open debate on one of the 
most critical bills that this body will 
consider this year. Today should be 
about our homeland security, not par-
tisan politics. 

I urge Members to reject this flawed 
procedure and oppose this misnamed 
manager’s amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to yield 1 
minute to one of the sponsors of one of 
these amendments that has been in-
cluded in this chairman’s amendment, 
Representative ALTMIRE, who has been 
working very hard on the firefighter 
grant program. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the chairman 
for yielding. 

I want to highlight the one provision 
which I worked hard to put into this 
manager’s amendment. I can think of 
few that are more deserving and in 
need of support under this Homeland 
Security bill than our Nation’s first re-
sponders. In particular, volunteer fire-
fighters represent all walks of life and 
are part of the fabric of nearly every 
community in this country. 

The most important source of Fed-
eral assistance for our local fire-

fighters is the Assistance to Fire-
fighters Grant Program that has pro-
vided for so many fire companies over 
the years. Volunteer firefighters make 
every sacrifice for our communities 
and are always on call; so it’s the very 
least we can do to make certain that 
they’re as safe and well protected as 
possible. 

That’s why I add the language to this 
bill to shift $10 million in funding over 
to the firefighter grants program. This 
funding will help hundreds of fire com-
panies across the Nation make the nec-
essary equipment and vehicle upgrades 
that are so critically needed. 

I thank the chairman for including in 
the bill my language to increase fund-
ing for our Nation’s volunteer fire-
fighters, and I ask my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I would like to yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN), who likewise is the 
initiator of one of our amendments. 

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chairman, this 
amendment, which I appreciate being 
incorporated into the manager’s 
amendment and was also sought in a 
similar fashion by Mr. WEINER of New 
York, would include language to in-
crease funding to the Urban Areas Se-
curity Initiative Nonprofit Security 
Grant program. The Urban Areas Secu-
rity Initiative Nonprofit Security 
Grant program is an important pro-
gram that helps fund support for the 
not-for-profits that could be subject to 
attack. Nonprofit organizations often 
are like hospitals, which are vital to 
our communities’ ongoing security and 
safety, especially if there is an attack 
that can spread terror and havoc on a 
community if they are attacked. And if 
you have research facilities attacked, 
there are other concerns in the commu-
nity. The nonprofit entities can include 
hospitals and historic landmarks. 

In my community of Memphis, which 
I hope has an opportunity to share, 
there’s the Med, there’s St. Jude Chil-
dren’s Research Hospital, and other 
great hospitals. New York has many 
too; and that’s why Mr. WEINER, I 
think, was interested in this. And the 
terror that could be spread by attack-
ing a museum or a library and sending 
panic through the community could be 
very disastrous to the well-being of the 
people in that community and in the 
Nation. 

So hopefully the increase in this 
funding will help our cities secure their 
funds and secure their facilities. I 
would like to thank the chairman for 
the addition of the funding and the 
support for the additional $3 million 
for the Urban Areas program. I would 
like to thank Mr. PRICE and the com-
mittee for their work in including it in 
the manager’s amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I have no further requests 
for time, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Chairman, I object to this amendment 
on procedural grounds. It’s not a bipar-
tisan amendment as manager’s amend-
ments are supposed to be, so I urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina for his work on 
this bill. I also thank the Chairman for incor-
porating my amendment into the manager’s 
amendment and for giving me time to speak. 

My amendment to H.R. 2892, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Appropriations Act 
would afford D.H.S. workers the right to volun-
tarily don and access personal protective 
equipment (PPE), including surgical masks, 
the N–95 respirator, gloves and hand sanitizer 
without fear of reprisal. 

Given the reluctance on the part of D.H.S. 
to address the voluntary use of personal pro-
tective equipment amidst the H1N1 flu out-
break, as Chair of the Federal Workforce Sub-
committee, it has fallen on my shoulders to 
ensure the health and safety of Federal em-
ployees—especially frontline Federal workers 
at D.H.S. who are tasked with the tremendous 
job of keeping the American public safe. 

In my opinion it is unconscionable that our 
workers have been repeatedly denied the use 
of these protective items—and even threat-
ened with disciplinary action for attempting to 
protect themselves from a communicable dis-
ease that has resulted in the World Health Or-
ganization, WHO, declaring its highest pan-
demic alert possible—Phase Six. Further, it is 
alarming that D.H.S. has been unable—or un-
willing—to issue and to distribute comprehen-
sive, written guidance on the voluntary usage 
of PPE to its own employees during a public 
health emergency. 

Federal workers such as Transportation Se-
curity Officers, TSOS, U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Patrol Officers and Border Patrol Agents, 
and ICE Agents who work in high risk areas 
and come in contact with thousands of individ-
uals per shift deserve better. C.B.P. Officers 
working at the Laredo, Texas port of entry and 
the Otay Mesa port of entry in San Diego, CA, 
can screen over 5,000 individuals per shift and 
have been routinely threatened for asking to 
wear masks. The nineteen-month-old baby of 
an ICE agent in Miami, Florida, who works at 
the Krome Immigration Service Processing 
Center which has six confirmed H1N1 flu 
cases, has been diagnosed with the H1N1 
virus. I simply cannot fathom why these work-
ers are not being supported, but I am com-
mitted to ensuring that common-sense policies 
are implemented at D.H.S. 

It is essential that Federal agencies imple-
ment adequate and uniform worker protection 
policies for the employees who protect the Na-
tion as part of their daily duties. These are the 
very employees who will be called upon to re-
spond in the event of an emergency. Without 
such policies, not only is the health of front 
line employees being put at risk, but the 
health of their families and the general welfare 
of the public is also placed at risk. In short, 
the Federal Government cannot ably respond 
to emergencies if the very personnel needed 
as part of that response are themselves com-
promised. 

I thank Chairmen PRICE and THOMPSON for 
their support of this amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 
LEWIS OF CALIFORNIA 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. 
LEWIS of California: 

Page 2, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $6,000,000)’’. 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $14,000,000)’’. 

Page 3, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 3, lines 14 and 16, after each dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $18,000,000)’’. 

Page 5, line 20, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $34,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LEWIS) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, as I proceed with this 
amendment, I want to one more time 
associate myself first with the remarks 
of my ranking member regarding the 
manager’s amendment but, in turn, ex-
press my deep respect and appreciation 
for the two gentlemen handling this 
bill. Chairman PRICE and my colleague 
from Kentucky have worked very pro-
fessionally together and I think this 
House would be served well if we ex-
tend it to all of our subcommittees. 

The amendment which I have at the 
desk is a relatively simple amendment. 
I rise to restore some balance to what 
otherwise is a thoughtful and very con-
structive bill. 

My amendment takes a small frac-
tion of funding, increases rec-
ommended for administrative expenses, 
and adds 200 new Border Patrol agents 
out of that transfer of funding, agents 
that will serve on the front lines of the 
bloody drug war raging in Mexico and 
produce increased security across our 
borders from entry by way of smug-
glers and people who are coming here 
for other sorts of contraband activities. 

My amendment seeks to increase the 
resources for those who are charged to 
keep our Nation safe and secure as well 
as ensnare money and illegal weapons 
flowing southbound; resources that will 
fulfill the promises repeatedly made by 
President Obama to both the American 
people and the courageous Mexican 
Government in their fight against the 
cartels. 

In fact, it was just 2 weeks ago that 
the President unveiled a new strategy 

on securing the southwest border and 
fighting the cartels, a strategy that 
calls for sustained enhancements to 
border security and counternarcotics 
activities. 

The President’s budget request calls 
for only 44 new agents. That’s right, 
only 44 new agents. Contrast that with 
the 2,500 additional agents this Con-
gress funded just last year; 44 new 
agents in this bill, 2,500 additional 
agents last year. How can we support 
such a flattening of this crucial secu-
rity asset? How can we risk a reduction 
in the size of the Border Patrol when 
our border security needs are so great 
and the agent attrition rate is now 
creeping up to about 11 percent? 

The decision to fund what is essen-
tially a current services budget for 
Border Patrol comes in conjunction 
with a request for more than a 30 per-
cent increase in administrative, policy, 
and bureaucratic functions at DHS. 
Talk about getting your priorities all 
wrong. Think about that, 11 percent 
versus 30 percent. Clearly a higher pri-
ority ought to be given to border secu-
rity by way of more personnel. 

At a time of such obvious need in the 
face of a bloody and all too real drug 
war, now is the time to follow through 
on border security, not plateau and 
rest on our laurels. 

As Ranking Member ROGERS has 
often pointed out, Chairman PRICE has 
done a laudable job scaling back the 
President’s request for more bureau-
crats and made some rather prudent 
enhancements to operations in this 
bill. However, the Border Patrol agents 
are not increased above the request, 
and I think it is something this Cham-
ber should weigh in on heavily. 

So my amendment seeks to add 200 
agents while asking the DHS adminis-
trative offices to get by on no more 
than a 14.8 percent increase, an in-
crease that is more than sufficient and 
one that many of us probably think is 
too high during the current fiscal cli-
mate. 

My amendment simply asks what’s 
more important: resources to provide 
our operators and watch guards in the 
field or added bureaucracy? We have all 
read the terrible stories of the brutal 
murders in North Mexico. Let’s follow 
through on our commitment to secure 
our borders, stop the advance of the 
cartels’ influence, and improve on our 
homeland security. 

I urge the Members to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I’d be happy 
to yield. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I want to 
congratulate our leader for this very 
adequate amendment that will help us 
on the border where the drug war 
wages, and we can use that personnel. 
The meager increases in the number of 
agents the gentleman has referred to in 
the bill needs to be increased, and the 
gentleman’s amendment does just that, 
and I congratulate him and support it 
fully. 
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Mr. LEWIS of California. I appreciate 

very much my colleague’s speaking on 
my amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, this is an amendment that 
the Department of Homeland Security 
did not request and does not support. 

I do, however, want to salute the dis-
tinguished ranking member for his sup-
port of the Border Patrol. That support 
is widely shared in this body, on both 
sides of the aisle. But as the honorable 
ranking member knows, this com-
mittee has been fully a part of that ef-
fort to build up the Border Patrol. 
We’re second to none in supporting, on 
a bipartisan basis, robust increases in 
Border Patrol numbers in recent years. 
We have dramatically enhanced border 
enforcement measures overall. 

Since the start of the 110th Congress, 
we have funded an increase of 5,100 
agents. That’s a 33 percent increase 
over the number funded through 2007. 
By October of this year, CBP will have 
20,019 Border Patrol agents. That’s 
more than double the workforce in 
2003. 

A level of 20,000 agents has been a bi-
partisan goal. Both the current and the 
prior administrations used it as a tar-
get. Indeed, the Republican majority in 
its report on the 2007 DHS authoriza-
tion bill affirmed this when they wrote, 
and I’m quoting: ‘‘It’s estimated that a 
force of 18,000 to 20,000 agents will be 
necessary along with implementation 
of border technologies to secure the 
Nation’s borders.’’ So this amendment 
does somewhat move the goal posts in 
the middle of the game, you might say. 

The amendment ignores the fact that 
CBP can’t absorb this unplanned in-
crease. They are right this minute pull-
ing out all the stops to hire before Oc-
tober another 760 Border Patrol agents 
as well as 250 mission support staff to 
ensure that agents are out patrolling 
and not sitting behind desks. This is 
not the time to burden the recruitment 
system with unrequested new agents, 
not to mention to impose unfunded 
costs for their vehicles and facilities 
and ID support. 

Just a word, Madam Chairman, about 
the offsets. The amendment uses as an 
offset several management accounts, 
about 5 percent cuts in most of these 
areas. It doesn’t seem so bad until you 
realize that when this bill came to the 
floor, we were already more than 10 
percent below the administration’s re-
quest in this account. The Chief Infor-
mation Officer takes the largest cut. 
We are already $39 million below the 
request for this office, and cuts here 
would undermine key efforts to im-
prove information security and reduce 
risks at the Department’s data centers. 
So cutting more funds now means less 
core support for Department oper-

ations, less oversight, more waste, and 
an even longer road to getting the DHS 
the American taxpayers deserve. 

For all these reasons, Madam Chair-
man, I urge my colleagues to defeat 
this amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LEWIS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California will be postponed. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF NEW YORK 
Mr. KING of New York. Madam 

Chairwoman, I have an amendment at 
the desk that was made in order under 
the rule. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. 
KING of New York: 

Page 2, line 9, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $45,000,000)’’. 

Page 58, line 15, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. KING) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that Representative CLARKE be listed 
as cosponsor of this amendment. 

The CHAIR. The Chair cannot enter-
tain that request at this time. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself 1 minute. 

I insert into the RECORD a letter 
dated June 4, 2009, to Chairman PRICE 
and Ranking Member ROGERS from vir-
tually every law enforcement first re-
sponder head in New York, Con-
necticut, and New Jersey. 

NEW YORK REGIONAL JOINT WORK-
ING GROUP ON SECURING THE CIT-
IES, 

JUNE 4, 2009. 
Subject: FY2010 Appropriations for Securing 

the Cities Program 

Hon. DAVID E. PRICE, 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Sub-

committee on Homeland Security, Rayburn 
House Office Building, Washington, DC. 

Hon. HAROLD ROGERS, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Appropriations, 

Subcommittee on Homeland Security, Ray-
burn House Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN PRICE AND RANKING MEM-
BER ROGERS: We are writing to urge you to 
include $40 million to fund the Securing the 
Cities (STC) program in your markup of the 
FY2010 Department of Homeland Security 
appropriations bill. This funding would be 
equal to the FY2008 appropriation for the 
program. 

Securing the Cities is a vital, federally 
funded effort to protect New York City from 
the threat of an improvised nuclear device or 
a radiological dispersal device (a ‘‘dirty 
bomb’’). The program involves equipping 
many different agencies in New York, New 
Jersey, and Connecticut with state-of-the- 
art mobile radiation-detection equipment, 
training them in its proper use, and 
leveraging existing technology and infra-
structure to deploy a permanent defensive 
radiation-detection ring around New York 
City. 

The STC program is the only federal initia-
tive designed specifically to protect a U.S. 
city from a radiological or nuclear terrorist 
attack, which President Obama has called, 
‘‘the most immediate and extreme threat to 
global security.’’ We never saw the program 
as a ‘‘pilot,’’ as some have suggested, but as 
an operational model, developed to protect 
the city that suffered the most on September 
11, 2001, and that continues to be at the top 
of the terrorist threat list. 

Since the STC program was proposed by 
the Department of Homeland Security in 
2006, we have: 

begun taking delivery of approximately 
4,500 units of radiation-detection equipment; 

prepared to train all of our response per-
sonnel in the proper use of the equipment; 

conducted three full-scale exercises in 
which radioactive materials were inter-
cepted by our agencies; 

developed detailed operational nuclear- 
interdiction plans for the region; 

begun developing the fixed radiation-detec-
tion systems that will be installed on bridges 
and tunnels into New York City; 

and, begun to implement a situational 
awareness system that will ultimately allow 
us to track and swiftly interdict radiological 
threats anywhere in the region. 

All of the money appropriated since FY2007 
has been programmed, and most of it has 
been obligated. We expect to complete the 
purchase of our situational awareness sys-
tem, developed with FY2007 funding, by the 
end of this year; we have begun taking deliv-
ery of radiation-detection equipment pur-
chased with FY2008 funds; and, we have sub-
mitted our application for FY2009 funds. Ad-
ditional funding is necessary to complete the 
final stages of development of the fixed radi-
ation-detection system, which is on the 
verge of becoming operational, and to estab-
lish wireless connections among and between 
our mobile systems. 

The STC program was designed as a joint 
federal, state, and local initiative with sig-
nificant investments and commitments at 
all levels. Federal STC funding only pays for 
a fraction of the cost of the total program. 
For example, the STC program benefits from 
the absorption of manpower and operational 
costs by state and local agencies. STC also 
leverages major existing New York City in-
vestments, including the fiber-optic lines 
that will be run to New York City bridges 
and tunnels as part of the Lower Manhattan 
Security Initiative and New York City’s 
wireless network (NYCWiN). The total cost 
of the STC program as seen by Congress does 
not account for these significant outlays at 
the state and local level. 

Together, the STC partners represent three 
layers of government, three states, 60 coun-
ties, and over 80 law enforcement agencies. 
In our view, the STC program is an extraor-
dinary example of interagency and intergov-
ernmental collaboration, and one of the most 
successful DHS programs in existence. Zero-
ing this program out, as the President’s 
FY2010 Budget has mistakenly proposed, 
would do great harm to the security of New 
York as well as the quality of our agencies’ 
partnership with DHS. We understand the 
need for fiscal restraint in the current finan-
cial climate. However, this critical invest-
ment will ensure that law enforcement and 
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emergency response agencies have the re-
sources needed to protect our nation’s larg-
est city from the most damaging terrorist 
threat imaginable. 

For these reasons, we urge you to appro-
priate funding to the STC program at a level 
equal to the FY2008 appropriation—$30 mil-
lion for acquisitions and $10 million for re-
search, development, and operations. We 
welcome the opportunity to brief members of 
your staff on the progress of this program ei-
ther in the New York region or in Wash-
ington, DC. 

We appreciate your consideration of this 
request. 

Sincerely, 
Raymond W. Kelly, Commissioner, Police 

Department, City of New York; 
Nicholas Scoppetta, Commissioner, Fire 

Department, City of New York; 
Harry J. Corbitt, Superintendent, New 

York State Police. 
Colonel Joseph R. Fuentes, Super-

intendent, New Jersey State Police; 
Colonel Thomas Davoren, Deputy Commis-

sioner, Connecticut State Police; 
Lawrence W. Mulvey, Commissioner of Po-

lice, Nassau County Police Department; 
Richard Dormer, Commissioner, Suffolk 

County Police Department; 
William A. Morange, Deputy Executive Di-

rector, Metropolitan Transportation Author-
ity; 

Denise E. O’Donnell, Deputy Secretary for 
Public Safety, New York State/Commis-
sioner, NYS Division of Criminal Justice; 

Thomas G. Donlon, Director, New York 
State Office of Homeland Security; 

James F. Kralik, Sheriff, Rockland County 
Sheriff’s Office; 

Thomas Belfiore, Commissioner-Sheriff, 
Westchester County Police Department; 

Richard L. Cam̃as, Director, New Jersey 
Office of Homeland Security and Prepared-
ness; 

James M. Thomas, Commissioner, Con-
necticut Department of Emergency Manage-
ment and Homeland Security; 

Samuel J. Plumeri, Jr., Director of Public 
Safety/Superintendent of Police, Port Au-
thority of New York and New Jersey; 

Steven W. Lawitts, Acting Commissioner, 
Department of Environmental Protection, 
City of New York; 

Thomas R. Frieden, Commissioner, Depart-
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene, City of 
New York; 

Joseph F. Bruno, Commissioner, Office of 
Emergency Management, City of New York 
and; 

Janette Sadik-Khan, Commissioner, New 
York City Department of Transportation. 

b 1700 

Madam Chairlady, the King-Clarke 
bipartisan amendment restores $40 mil-
lion for the Securing the Cities Initia-
tive, a vital homeland security pro-
gram which prevents terrorist attacks 
which are based on nuclear or radio-
logical material, primarily in the form 
of dirty bombs. I should point out that 
a nearly identical amendment had the 
support of this House in 2007 by a ma-
jority of more than 2–1. 

Securing the Cities is a networked 
ring of radiological detectors on high-
ways, toll plazas, bridges, tunnels and 
waterways leading into and out of New 
York City. It is the only Department of 
Homeland Security program dedicated 
to protecting cities and surrounding re-
gions against the nuclear threat of 
dirty bombs. 

Madam Chair, this successful pro-
gram is an operational model which 

can be replicated in cities and suburbs 
throughout the country. The proposed 
cut in funding for Securing the Cities 
would seriously undermine further im-
plementation of needed nuclear and ra-
diological detection capability. 

The WMD Commission, a bipartisan 
commission, warned in December of 
2008 that nuclear and biological ter-
rorism was not only a serious threat 
but a likely threat. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. KING of New York. I reserve my 
time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairwoman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I want 
to first commend my New York col-
leagues, particularly NITA LOWEY, JOSÉ 
SERRANO and STEVE ISRAEL, all on the 
Appropriations Committee, for pro-
moting Securing the Cities and the 
work that it has made possible in their 
State. Indeed, their tireless advocacy 
for New York’s regional security has 
resulted in notable increases in grant 
allocations to regional governments 
and first responders. 

New York State homeland security 
grants rose from $27 million in 2006 to 
$112 million in 2009. That is a four-fold 
increase. And New York’s Urban Area 
Security Initiative grants grew from 
$124 million in 2006 to $145 million in 
2009. It remains the largest recipient of 
urban area funds. 

I couldn’t agree more that Securing 
the Cities is a valuable pilot program 
demonstrating how State and local 
Governments could develop, with Fed-
eral agencies, an architecture to pre-
vent a nuclear or radiological attack 
on New York. But I must emphasize 
that Securing the Cities is a 3-year 
pilot project, and this period is over. 
DHS requested no 2010 program because 
it is already positioned to accomplish 
its goals as a pilot program. So what 
we have here today is, in effect, an ear-
mark for New York. 

The next steps are to conclude the 
program, assess the results, and iden-
tify candidates of future pilots, if any, 
outside of New York. Funding remains 
available for New York to continue 
this program well into 2010. About 84 
percent of the 2009 funding and 10 per-
cent of the 2008 funding are presently 
unobligated. Award decisions for these 
funds are pending with one quarter left 
in the fiscal year. DHS knows of no un-
funded requirements for this program. 
Remaining balances will enable New 
York to transition from a pilot to an 
ongoing regional operation. And that is 
what needs to happen. 

Adding money to continue a com-
pleted pilot is not the answer. New 
York surely does not want to be de-
pendent on year-to-year appropriations 
amendments to continue this vital pro-
tective function. This needs to move to 
a sustainment mode, run by New York 
and its partner communities. It needs 

to identify funding sources that can be 
used for this purpose, including these 
urban area security grants, of course, 
the Transit Security grants, and oth-
ers. The New York area has received 
about $1.4 billion through these grants 
since 2003 and can expect about $298 
million in new funding this year. 

The amendment also earmarks $10 
million for new radiation portal mon-
itors. But here again, there is no iden-
tified requirement for additional fund-
ing. The ability to put this to use in 
2010 is highly questionable. 

The amendment’s offsets, $5 million 
from the Office of the Secretary and 
Executive Management and $45 million 
from the Under Secretary For Manage-
ment, are particularly troubling. We 
are already well below the request in 
these areas. We have trimmed salary 
increases. We rejected new investments 
in departmental facilities. Cutting 
more funds will result in a longer road 
to getting the Department of Home-
land Security the American taxpayers 
deserve. 

So I appreciate the intention of this 
amendment. I certainly appreciate the 
achievements of the Securing the Cit-
ies program. We know that this is a 
vital program and that these protec-
tive functions are important. But for 
that very reason, we need to get away 
from an earmark, and get away from a 
pilot program, and put this on the 
sustainment mode. 

It is in that spirit and for that reason 
that I ask my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The Committee will rise 

informally. 
The Speaker pro tempore (Ms. 

CLARKE) assumed the chair. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
A message in writing from the Presi-

dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Williams, 
one of his secretaries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2010 
The Committee resumed its sitting. 
Mr. KING of New York. Madam 

Chair, I recognize the gentlelady from 
New York, the cosponsor of the amend-
ment, and a really zealous fighter on 
this issue, Ms. CLARKE, for 90 seconds. 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Chairman, I 
would like to thank Ranking Member 
KING for yielding. I want to urge Mem-
bers of the House to support the King- 
Clarke amendment to the fiscal year 
2010 Homeland Security Appropriations 
Act, H.R. 2892. Neither the President’s 
budget request for fiscal year 2010 nor 
H.R. 2892 includes funding for the Se-
curing the Cities Initiative. This ini-
tiative has created the department’s 
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office, 
which is charged with directing the Na-
tion’s capability to detect and report 
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unauthorized attempts to develop or 
transport nuclear or radiological mate-
rials. 

This amendment restores the Federal 
commitment to this critical antiter-
rorism initiative and funds it. 

Since coming to Congress in 2001, I 
have worked with my colleagues on 
homeland security to protect our Na-
tion against dirty bomb threats. In 
fact, my bill, the Radiological Mate-
rials Security Act, would help secure 
domestic sources of radiological mate-
rials that could be used to make a 
dirty bomb. 

We recognize that in the 21st century 
there are many very technical ways, 
many technologically advanced ways, 
in which communities across this Na-
tion can sustain attack. And we are 
stating through this amendment today 
that this program has created a pro-
tocol that is a model for the Nation. 

So I urge my colleagues as we con-
tinue to grow in the 21st century and 
protect our critical cities and infra-
structure that we will redirect funds to 
this particular program and that you 
will vote this amendment in order. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I will 
continue to reserve. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam 
Chair, I yield 90 seconds to the gen-
tleman from California and the rank-
ing member on the committee, Mr. 
LUNGREN, 90 seconds. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

Madam Chair, some may wonder why 
someone from California would be here 
supporting an amendment that appears 
to be directed towards assisting the 
other side of the country. It is because 
of the success of the program to this 
point. That is, this is not only for the 
City of New York, but it is for that en-
tire region, and I believe it has shown 
how it can be replicated in other parts 
of the country. Also, the greatest con-
cern I have of an attack by terrorists 
who wish to do us ill would be a nu-
clear attack of some sort in one of our 
major metropolitan areas. 

The interdiction capabilities of this 
program could prevent a bomb from en-
tering New York or from leaving the 
city to head to other parts of the re-
gion or Nation. And its lessons, I think, 
can help other cities around the coun-
try where similar initiatives could be 
implemented. And importantly, and 
this was used as a point of criticism I 
believe by the chairman, this amend-
ment would provide $10 million for the 
procurement of radiation portal mon-
itors, not just in the New York area, 
but from around the country. It seems 
to me that because of the success of 
this program, because of its oppor-
tunity for duplication and replication 
in other parts of the country, this is a 
worthy amendment. 

I believe that these initiatives are 
designed to save lives. They are, in 
fact, not just regional but national in 
scope and deserve national support. 

Radiation detection cannot be taken 
lightly. We must ensure that the fed-

eral commitment to a dedicated fund-
ing stream is there. So I would urge 
support of this amendment in restoring 
funding to the Securing Our Cities 
project, a critical national initiative 
and one of a kind. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam Chair 
how much time remains? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 1 
minute remaining. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

Madam Chair, this initiative is ex-
tremely essential not just for New 
York but the entire Nation because it 
is very much expected that the next at-
tack upon a major city will be 
launched from the suburbs, whether it 
is New York, Los Angeles, Chicago or 
wherever. 

Now, on the issues raised by the 
chairman, I have great respect for the 
chairman. The fact is all of the 2008 
funds have been designated. All of 
them, once all the materials come in, 
will be paid. Every penny has been des-
ignated. 

Similarly for 2009, that money has 
been designated as well. There was a 
delay, not because of New York City, 
but because the department took so 
long in getting out the application. 
Once they were out, the city applied, 
and the money has been allocated and 
has been designated. 

When the chairman mentioned the 
increase in New York funding since 
2006, he picked 2006. That was the year 
that New York was cut by 40 percent. 
So that is really not a good barometer 
to be using. The fact is New York is the 
number one terrorist target in the 
country. New York remains the num-
ber one terrorist target in the country. 
My district lost well over 100 people on 
September 11. We dread the thought of 
another attack, certainly a nuclear at-
tack. 

This program works. I urge the adop-
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. How 
much time is remaining, Madam Chair-
man? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 90 
seconds remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairwoman, I will close and have no 
further speakers. But I do want, once 
again, to commend the gentleman for 
the spirit in which he offers this 
amendment and the zeal with which 
Members whom we all know and re-
spect, like Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. SERRANO 
and Mrs. LOWEY, protect their cities 
and have defended this program. 

We take a backseat to no one with 
respect to those efforts. We understand 
New York’s unique needs and how suc-
cessful this pilot program has been. 

As a matter of fact, though, the 
money for carrying out the remaining 
aspects of this program is already in 
the pipeline. And these very arguments 
for the importance of this program are 
exactly why we need to take a more 
long-term approach and get away from 
a pilot program, get away from yearly 

amendments, yearly earmarks, and 
make this part of our permanent, long- 
term protective efforts. Of course, we 
will work with the New York delega-
tion to find the resources that will let 
them do just that. 

So I pledge my cooperation in that 
endeavor. 

I hope the spirit of this opposition is 
well understood. We do want to work 
on this matter. We just believe that 
this amendment is not the right ap-
proach. And therefore we do ask for its 
defeat. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KING of New York. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
BILIRAKIS 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
BILIRAKIS: 

Page 2, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,700,000)’’. 

Page 15, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,700,000)’’. 

Page 17, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,700,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. BILIRAKIS) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

I rise to offer this important amend-
ment which will help increase our Na-
tion’s visa screening capabilities over-
seas to stop the entry into our country 
of terrorists, criminals, and others who 
may wish to do us harm. 

As a member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee and a ranking member 
of the Subcommittee on Management, 
Investigations and Oversight, I have 
come to understand the importance of 
being proactive in strengthening our 
homeland security. At the same time, I 
have also become concerned about the 
inadequacies in the screening process 
and background checks conducted on 
those seeking temporary admission to 
our country. 

While many visa seekers simply want 
to come here to study or work and 
comply with the terms of their visas, 
some do not. And some, as we trag-
ically saw on 9/11, want to enter our 
country to wage war against us. 

b 1715 

That’s why we need to strengthen the 
process by which temporary visitors 
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are screened prior to their entry into 
the United States. Congress recognized 
this weakness and created the Visa Se-
curity Program, which places Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement per-
sonnel overseas at risk locations to 
more carefully screen and investigate 
visa applicants. 

This important terrorist detection 
program allows ICE to proactively in-
vestigate and review visa applications 
to identify potential terrorists or 
criminal suspects before they gain 
entry into the United States. That is 
the key. 

Unfortunately, the administration 
did not seek increased funding for this 
valuable program in its budget request. 
While I am pleased that the bill we are 
considering today ensures that a por-
tion of the funding for this program 
will be reserved to open several new 
visa security units in high-risk loca-
tions, I think we should provide addi-
tional resources to accelerate ICE’s 
plan for expanding to other critical lo-
cations, which is what my amendment 
does. 

ICE currently operates 14 visa secu-
rity units overseas. My amendment in-
creases funding for the Visa Security 
Program by $1.7 million which will 
allow ICE to stand up an additional 
visa security unit. ICE has identified 
additional locations for new units but 
has not yet opened its units in these 
areas, largely due to the resource con-
straints. 

To offset this increase, my amend-
ment would take a corresponding 
amount from the Office of the Sec-
retary, which under this bill receives 
$147 million, a $24 million increase over 
fiscal year 2009, including $3 million for 
establishing a new intermodal security 
coordination office that largely will 
duplicate existing department efforts. 

We must be mindful of the way we 
spend our scarce resources. When it 
comes to security, we must avoid cre-
ating more bureaucracy and ensure 
that we are allocating funds where the 
risk is greatest. This amendment will 
help do that and ensure that the de-
partment is operating as effectively 
and efficiently as possible. 

My amendment will provide needed 
resources to keep terrorists out of the 
country while still allowing sufficient 
funding for establishing an office for 
which the need is questionable. 

I urge all of my colleagues to help 
strengthen our Nation’s homeland se-
curity by supporting this amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I want to 
salute the gentleman for a well- 
thought out and wise amendment. I 
will support the amendment, and I 
hope it wins. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no obligation. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I rise also to thank the gen-
tleman for this amendment, which 
would increase the budget for the ICE 
Visa Security Program by $1.7 million. 
This addition would be offset by cor-
responding reductions to the Office of 
Secretary and Executive Management, 
but not a devastating cut. 

The committee has fully funded the 
$30.2 million request for the Visa Secu-
rity Program, which is $3.4 million 
over the 2009 appropriations level al-
ready. This program places ICE agents 
and investigators overseas in embassies 
and consulates to assist State Depart-
ment officials by investigating the 
criminal and terrorist backgrounds of 
those who apply for visas to come to 
the United States. 

The committee also expanded the 
program by more than 45 percent in the 
2009 Appropriations Act, and I recog-
nize its ongoing importance for the se-
curity of our country. The additional 
funds proposed in this amendment will 
allow ICE to continue to accelerate its 
Visa Security Program deployments in 
2010. In other words, it would build in a 
very positive way on the progress we 
were making. And with this in mind, I 
am happy to accept the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. I yield myself the 

balance of my time to close. 
I want to thank the chairman and 

the ranking member, and I urge my 
colleagues to help strengthen our Na-
tion’s homeland security by supporting 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Management, as author-
ized by sections 701 through 705 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 341 
through 345), $268,690,000, of which not less 
than $1,000,000 shall be for logistics training; 
and of which not to exceed $3,000 shall be for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses: Provided, That of the total amount 
made available under this heading, $6,000,000 
shall remain available until expended solely 
for the alteration and improvement of facili-
ties, tenant improvements, and relocation 
costs to consolidate Department head-
quarters operations at the Nebraska Avenue 
Complex; and $17,131,000 shall remain avail-
able until expended for the Human Resources 
Information Technology program. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Chief Financial Officer, as authorized by sec-
tion 103 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 
(6 U.S.C. 113), $63,530,000, of which $11,000,000 
shall remain available until expended for fi-
nancial systems consolidation efforts. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Chief Information Officer, as authorized by 
section 103 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 113), and Department-wide 
technology investments, $299,593,000; of 
which $86,912,000 shall be available for sala-
ries and expenses; and of which $212,681,000, 
to remain available until expended, shall be 
available for development and acquisition of 
information technology equipment, soft-
ware, services, and related activities for the 
Department of Homeland Security: Provided, 
That none of the funds appropriated shall be 
used to support or supplement the appropria-
tions provided for the United States Visitor 
and Immigrant Status Indicator Technology 
project or the Automated Commercial Envi-
ronment: Provided further, That the Chief In-
formation Officer shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, not more than 
60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, an expenditure plan for all information 
technology acquisition projects that: (1) are 
funded under this heading; or (2) are funded 
by multiple components of the Department 
of Homeland Security through reimbursable 
agreements: Provided further, That such ex-
penditure plan shall include each specific 
project funded, key milestones, all funding 
sources for each project, details of annual 
and lifecycle costs, and projected cost sav-
ings or cost avoidance to be achieved by the 
project. 

ANALYSIS AND OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses for intelligence 

analysis and operations coordination activi-
ties, as authorized by title II of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121 et 
seq.), $345,556,000, of which not to exceed 
$5,000 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and of which 
$199,677,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011. 

OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL COORDINATOR FOR 
GULF COAST REBUILDING 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Federal Coordinator for Gulf Coast Rebuild-
ing, $2,000,000. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 
U.S.C. App.), $111,874,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $150,000 may be used for certain con-
fidential operational expenses, including the 
payment of informants, to be expended at 
the direction of the Inspector General. 

TITLE II—SECURITY, ENFORCEMENT, 
AND INVESTIGATIONS 

U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for enforcement of 
laws relating to border security, immigra-
tion, customs, agricultural inspections and 
regulatory activities related to plant and 
animal imports, and transportation of unac-
companied minor aliens; purchase and lease 
of up to 4,500 (4,000 for replacement only) po-
lice-type vehicles; and contracting with indi-
viduals for personal services abroad; 
$7,576,897,000, of which $3,226,000 shall be de-
rived from the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund for administrative expenses related to 
the collection of the Harbor Maintenance 
Fee pursuant to section 9505(c)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 
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9505(c)(3)) and notwithstanding section 
1511(e)(1) of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 551(e)(1)); of which not to ex-
ceed $45,000 shall be for official reception and 
representation expenses; of which not less 
than $309,629,000 shall be for Air and Marine 
Operations; of which such sums as become 
available in the Customs User Fee Account, 
except sums subject to section 13031(f)(3) of 
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(f)(3)), shall be 
derived from that account; of which not to 
exceed $1,000,000 shall be for awards of com-
pensation to informants, to be accounted for 
solely under the certificate of the Secretary 
of Homeland Security; and of which not 
more than $800,000 shall be for procurement 
of portable solar charging rechargeable bat-
tery systems, to be awarded under full and 
open competition: Provided, That for fiscal 
year 2010, the overtime limitation prescribed 
in section 5(c)(1) of the Act of February 13, 
1911 (19 U.S.C. 267(c)(1)) shall be $35,000; and 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
none of the funds appropriated by this Act 
may be available to compensate any em-
ployee of U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion for overtime, from whatever source, in 
an amount that exceeds such limitation, ex-
cept in individual cases determined by the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, or the des-
ignee of the Secretary, to be necessary for 
national security purposes, to prevent exces-
sive costs, or in cases of immigration emer-
gencies. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF IOWA 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chairman, 

I have an amendment at the desk made 
in order by the rule. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. 
KING of Iowa: 

Page 5, line 20, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (in-
creased by $1,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself 2 minutes. 

This is an amendment that takes a 
million dollars out and puts a million 
dollars in, and it comes from time I 
spent on the border and time I worked 
with our Border Patrol officers, our 
law enforcement officers on the border 
over the last several years. I have been 
down to the border, traveled along pri-
marily the Arizona border, and had our 
law enforcement officers point to the 
pinnacles and say, There are drug look-
outs, drug smuggling lookouts and peo-
ple smuggling lookouts up on top of 
the promontories. These are the equiv-
alent of military positions. 

I have actually personally walked a 
map around and had them put X’s on 
the map to show me where these look-
outs are, and over time, I developed 
this map that I have handed to the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. The loca-
tions are not disputed. This is a cat- 
and-mouse game that is going on be-
tween our law enforcement personnel 
all along the border, between ICE, the 

Shadow Wolves, and our Border Patrol 
personnel. 

I had a conversation with John Mor-
ton, who is the new director of ICE. He 
recognizes this concern. I am encour-
aged that this administration has 
taken notice of the lookouts that con-
trol the smuggling routes and tip them 
off when our law enforcement per-
sonnel converge in. 

Sometimes they will run a decoy, and 
this cat-and-mouse game has got to 
end. No nation can maintain its sov-
ereignty if we are going to allow mili-
tary positions, lookout positions to 
exist. So this million dollars is at the 
encouragement of ICE’s people as well. 
A million dollars will be directed at 
taking out these lookout sites and re-
moving this as a tool from our drug 
smugglers and our people smugglers on 
the border. 

I think it is something that is a bi-
partisan piece of legislation and it ends 
the cat-and-mouse game. By the way, 
their request was Congress should have 
a voice on this when I had that con-
versation with ICE. And so I encourage 
support for this amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I would be happy 
to yield to the ranking member. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. The gen-
tleman has worked hard on this issue 
and has brought forth some informa-
tion that is very helpful to us, and I 
support the amendment he has offered 
and salute him for offering it. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I reserve my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. The 
amendment simply increases and de-
creases funding for CBP salaries and 
expenses by $1 million with no statu-
tory direction. 

Now, my colleague would have us un-
derstand this amendment would some-
how provide funding for a targeted bor-
der enforcement effort. I must respect-
fully disagree. In fact, it will do noth-
ing of the kind. 

The procedure used in this amend-
ment is meaningless, having no effect, 
and establishing no legislative man-
date. With no statutory significance, it 
also will have no impact whatsoever on 
the conference outcome with the Sen-
ate. It neither identifies the activity 
being defunded nor the one being aug-
mented. 

On that basis alone, and to discour-
age the use of this kind of parliamen-
tary tactic to stretch out the time for 
general debate, I urge colleagues to de-
feat this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. I yield myself 11⁄2 

minutes. 
I would respectfully disagree with 

the gentleman. As I read my amend-
ment, I think the dialogue I heard was 

it increases and then decreases fund-
ing. Actually, this amendment de-
creases and then increases funding. I 
don’t know if that changes the gentle-
man’s analysis of what the amendment 
actually does. I don’t add to this fund-
ing. I simply decrease it and then add 
it back in. 

I would have been happy to work 
with some language that would have 
perhaps been made in order, but in 
order for this Congress to have a voice 
on these lookouts—and this is drug 
smugglers that hold military positions, 
the equivalent of military positions 
that have stones stacked up like sand-
bags and people in there with semi-
automatic weapons and have their sup-
plies brought up to them by patrols 
that make sure that they have food 
and water and sometimes other things. 
They come and go as they see fit. We 
let them sit on top of these mountains 
and smuggle into the United States 90 
percent of the illegal drugs that are 
consumed in the United States of 
America. And accompanying that are 
all of the violence, the death, the 
things that are associated with illegal 
drugs. 

This amendment is clearly in order, 
and how this Congress speaks to this 
amendment is how ICE and the balance 
of the law enforcement personnel on 
the border will react. 

I’m asking that we simply join our 
voices together and ask for enforce-
ment so we don’t concede these loca-
tions to the people who are smuggling 
90 percent of the illegal drugs into 
America. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I would be very 
happy to yield. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Are these 
lookout posts on U.S. soil? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. On U.S. soil. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself the balance of my time in 
order to close. 

As the ranking member from Ken-
tucky said, this is something that I 
have done a lot of work on, and I am 
not the only Member of Congress who 
has gone to these lookouts. I have gone 
there and walked across the desert 
with our Shadow Wolves, for example, 
and had them point up and say, On that 
mountain, they have a position and 
they have state-of-the-art optical 
equipment, state-of-the-art radio 
equipment. They are watching every 
move that our Border Patrol, ICE, Cus-
toms and Border Protection, and Shad-
ow Wolves are making on that south-
ern border. 

Whenever we deploy manpower, if we 
set up our ground-base radar that picks 
up humans, personnel walking across 
the desert, they know where our loca-
tions are. They shift their traffic ac-
cordingly. I have watched them run the 
decoy. I have been part of picking up 
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230 or 240 pounds of marijuana in one 
load that probably helped 2,000-some 
pounds go through another load. 

We simply cannot tolerate in the 
United States of America, at least as 
much as 70 miles inside the United 
States—and I will be going down next 
week to look at some of these locations 
that are actually north of Tucson on 
the road to Phoenix. This is the United 
States of America, our sovereign terri-
tory, and playing cat and mouse with 
people there with semiautomatic weap-
ons, supplies, smuggling drugs through 
the United States has got to stop. And 
this Congress should join together and, 
with this amendment, ask them to do 
so to stop that activity and defend our 
soil and put an end to this. It would be 
a very good help to dramatically re-
duce the amount of illegal drug smug-
gling into the United States. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION 
For expenses for U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection automated systems, $462,445,000, 
to remain available until expended, of which 
not less than $267,960,000 shall be for the de-
velopment of the Automated Commercial 
Environment: Provided, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
$167,960,000 may not be obligated for the 
Automated Commercial Environment pro-
gram until 30 days after the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives receive a report on the re-
sults to date and plans for the program from 
the Department of Homeland Security. 
BORDER SECURITY FENCING, INFRASTRUCTURE, 

AND TECHNOLOGY 
For expenses for border security fencing, 

infrastructure, and technology, $732,000,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That of the total amount made available 
under this heading, $150,000,000 shall not be 
obligated until the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives receive and approve a plan 
for expenditure, prepared by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, reviewed by the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, and submitted 
not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, for a program to es-
tablish and maintain a security barrier along 
the borders of the United States, of fencing 
and vehicle barriers where practicable, and 
of other forms of tactical infrastructure and 
technology, that includes— 

(1) a detailed accounting of the program’s 
implementation to date for all investments, 
including technology and tactical infrastruc-
ture, for funding already expended relative 
to system capabilities or services, system 
performance levels, mission benefits and out-
comes, milestones, cost targets, program 
management capabilities, identification of 
the maximum investment, including life- 
cycle costs, related to the Secure Border Ini-

tiative program or any successor program, 
and description of the methodology used to 
obtain these cost figures; 

(2) a description of how specific projects 
will further the objectives of the Secure Bor-
der Initiative, as defined in the Department 
of Homeland Security Secure Border Plan, 
and how the expenditure plan allocates fund-
ing to the highest priority border security 
needs; 

(3) an explicit plan of action defining how 
all funds are to be obligated to meet future 
program commitments, with the planned ex-
penditure of funds linked to the milestone- 
based delivery of specific capabilities, serv-
ices, performance levels, mission benefits 
and outcomes, and program management ca-
pabilities; 

(4) an identification of staffing, including 
full-time equivalents, contractors, and 
detailees, by program office; 

(5) a description of how the plan addresses 
security needs at the Northern border and 
ports of entry, including infrastructure, 
technology, design and operations require-
ments, specific locations where funding 
would be used, and priorities for Northern 
border activities; 

(6) a report on budget, obligations and ex-
penditures, the activities completed, and the 
progress made by the program in terms of 
obtaining operational control of the entire 
border of the United States; 

(7) a listing of all open Government Ac-
countability Office and Office of Inspector 
General recommendations related to the pro-
gram and the status of Department of Home-
land Security actions to address the rec-
ommendations, including milestones to fully 
address such recommendations; 

(8) a certification by the Chief Procure-
ment Officer of the Department including all 
supporting documents or memoranda, and 
documentation and a description of the in-
vestment review processes used to obtain 
such certifications, that— 

(A) the program has been reviewed and ap-
proved in accordance with the investment 
management process of the Department, and 
that the process fulfills all capital planning 
and investment control requirements and re-
views established by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, including as provided in 
Circular A–11, part 7; 

(B) the plans for the program comply with 
the Federal acquisition rules, requirements, 
guidelines, and practices, and a description 
of the actions being taken to address areas of 
non-compliance, the risks associated with 
such actions, together with any plans for ad-
dressing these risks, and the status of the 
implementation of such actions; and 

(C) procedures to prevent conflicts of inter-
est between the prime integrator and major 
subcontractors are established and that the 
Secure Border Initiative Program Office has 
adequate staff and resources to effectively 
manage the Secure Border Initiative pro-
gram and all contracts under such program, 
including the exercise of technical oversight; 

(9) a certification by the Chief Information 
Officer of the Department including all sup-
porting documents or memoranda, and docu-
mentation and a description of the invest-
ment review processes used to obtain such 
certifications that— 

(A) the system architecture of the program 
has been determined to be sufficiently 
aligned with the information systems enter-
prise architecture of the Department to min-
imize future rework, including a description 
of all aspects of the architectures that were 
or were not assessed in making the align-
ment determination, the date of the align-
ment determination, and any known areas of 
misalignment together with the associated 
risks and corrective actions to address any 
such areas; 

(B) the program has a risk management 
process that regularly and proactively iden-
tifies, evaluates, mitigates, and monitors 
risks throughout the system life cycle and 
communicates high-risk conditions to U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection and Depart-
ment of Homeland Security investment deci-
sion-makers, as well as a listing of all the 
program’s high risks and the status of efforts 
to address such risks; and 

(C) an independent verification and valida-
tion agent is currently under contract for 
the projects funded under this heading; 

(10) a certification by the Chief Human 
Capital Officer of the Department that the 
human capital needs of the Secure Border 
Initiative program are being addressed so as 
to ensure adequate staff and resources to ef-
fectively manage the Secure Border Initia-
tive; and 

(11) an analysis by the Secretary for each 
segment, defined as not more than 15 miles, 
of fencing or tactical infrastructure, of the 
selected approach compared to other, alter-
native means of achieving operational con-
trol, including cost, level of operational con-
trol, possible unintended effects on commu-
nities, and other factors critical to the deci-
sionmaking process: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
on program progress, and obligations and ex-
penditures for all outstanding task orders as 
well as specific objectives to be achieved 
through the award of current and remaining 
task orders planned for the balance of avail-
able appropriations at least 15 days before 
the award of any task order requiring an ob-
ligation of funds in an amount greater than 
$25,000,000 and before the award of a task 
order that would cause cumulative obliga-
tions of funds to exceed 50 percent of the 
total amount appropriated: Provided further, 
That none of the funds made available under 
this heading may be obligated unless the De-
partment has complied with section 
102(b)(1)(C)(i) of the Illegal Immigration Re-
form and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 
1996 (8 U.S.C. 1103 note), and the Secretary 
certifies such to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives: Provided further, That none 
of the funds made available under this head-
ing may be obligated for any project or ac-
tivity for which the Secretary has exercised 
waiver authority pursuant to section 102(c) 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immi-
grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1103 
note) until 15 days have elapsed from the 
date of the publication of the decision in the 
Federal Register. 

AIR AND MARINE INTERDICTION, OPERATIONS, 
MAINTENANCE, AND PROCUREMENT 

For necessary expenses for the operations, 
maintenance, and procurement of marine 
vessels, aircraft, unmanned aircraft systems, 
and other related equipment of the air and 
marine program, including operational 
training and mission-related travel, and 
rental payments for facilities occupied by 
the air or marine interdiction and demand 
reduction programs, the operations of which 
include the following: the interdiction of 
narcotics and other goods; the provision of 
support to Federal, State, and local agencies 
in the enforcement or administration of laws 
enforced by the Department of Homeland Se-
curity; and at the discretion of the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, the provision of as-
sistance to Federal, State, and local agencies 
in other law enforcement and emergency hu-
manitarian efforts, $513,826,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That no 
aircraft or other related equipment, with the 
exception of aircraft that are one of a kind 
and have been identified as excess to U.S. 
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Customs and Border Protection require-
ments and aircraft that have been damaged 
beyond repair, shall be transferred to any 
other Federal agency, department, or office 
outside of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity during fiscal year 2010 without the 
prior approval of the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. 

FACILITIES MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses to plan, construct, 
renovate, equip, and maintain buildings and 
facilities necessary for the administration 
and enforcement of the laws relating to cus-
toms and immigration, $682,133,000, of which 
not to exceed $150,000 shall be available for 
payment for rental space in connection with 
preclearance operations; and of which 
$279,870,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended; of which not more than $3,500,000 
shall be for acquisition, design, and con-
struction of U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection Air and Marine facilities at El Paso 
International Airport, Texas. 

U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS 
ENFORCEMENT 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for enforcement of 
immigration and customs laws, detention 
and removals, and investigations; and pur-
chase and lease of up to 3,790 (2,350 for re-
placement only) police-type vehicles; 
$5,311,493,000, of which not to exceed $7,500,000 
shall be available until expended for con-
ducting special operations under section 3131 
of the Customs Enforcement Act of 1986 (19 
U.S.C. 2081); of which not to exceed $15,000 
shall be for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; of which not to exceed 
$1,000,000 shall be for awards of compensation 
to informants, to be accounted for solely 
under the certificate of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security; of which not less than 
$305,000 shall be for promotion of public 
awareness of the child pornography tipline 
and anti-child exploitation activities; of 
which not less than $5,400,000 shall be used to 
facilitate agreements consistent with sec-
tion 287(g) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)); and of which not 
to exceed $11,216,000 shall be available to 
fund or reimburse other Federal agencies for 
the costs associated with the care, mainte-
nance, and repatriation of smuggled aliens 
unlawfully present in the United States: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds made available 
under this heading shall be available to com-
pensate any employee for overtime in an an-
nual amount in excess of $35,000, except that 
the Secretary, or the designee of the Sec-
retary, may waive that amount as necessary 
for national security purposes and in cases of 
immigration emergencies: Provided further, 
That of the total amount provided, $15,770,000 
shall be for activities in fiscal year 2010 to 
enforce laws against forced child labor, of 
which not to exceed $6,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That of the total amount available, not less 
than $1,500,000,000 shall be available to iden-
tify aliens convicted of a crime who may be 
deportable, and to remove them from the 
United States once they are judged deport-
able, of which $200,000,000 shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary, or the designee of 
the Secretary, shall report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, not later than 30 
days after the end of each fiscal quarter, on 
progress implementing the preceding proviso 
and the funds obligated during that quarter 
to make that progress: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall prioritize the identifica-
tion and removal of aliens convicted of a 
crime by the severity of that crime: Provided 

further, That of the total amount provided, 
not less than $2,549,180,000 shall be for deten-
tion and removal operations, including 
transportation of unaccompanied minor 
aliens: Provided further, That of the total 
amount provided, $6,800,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2011, for the 
Visa Security Program: Provided further, 
That none of the funds provided under this 
heading may be used to continue a delega-
tion of law enforcement authority author-
ized under section 287(g) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)) if the 
Department of Homeland Security Inspector 
General determines that the terms of the 
agreement governing the delegation of au-
thority have been violated: Provided further, 
That none of the funds provided under this 
heading may be used to continue any con-
tract for the provision of detention services 
if the two most recent overall performance 
evaluations received by the contracted facil-
ity are less than ‘‘adequate’’ or the equiva-
lent median score in any subsequent per-
formance evaluation system: Provided fur-
ther, That nothing under this heading shall 
prevent U.S. Immigation and Customs En-
forcement from exercising those authorities 
provided under immigration laws (as defined 
in section 101(a)(17) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17))) during 
priority operations pertaining to aliens con-
victed of a crime: Provided further, That none 
of the funds provided under this heading may 
be obligated to co-locate field offices of U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement until 
the Secretary of Homeland Security submits 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
plan for the nationwide implementation of 
the Alternatives to Detention Program that 
identifies: (1) the funds required for nation-
wide program implementation, (2) the time-
frame for achieving nationwide program im-
plementation; and (3) an estimate of the 
number of individuals who could be enrolled 
in a nationwide program. 

FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE 
The revenues and collections of security 

fees credited to this account shall be avail-
able until expended for necessary expenses 
related to the protection of Federally-owned 
and leased buildings and for the operations 
of the Federal Protective Service: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget shall certify in writing to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives no 
later than December 31, 2009, that the oper-
ations of the Federal Protective Service will 
be fully funded in fiscal year 2010 through 
revenues and collection of security fees, and 
shall adjust the fees to ensure fee collections 
are sufficient to ensure that the Federal Pro-
tective Service maintains not fewer than 
1,200 full-time equivalent staff and 900 full- 
time equivalent Police Officers, Inspectors, 
Area Commanders, and Special Agents who, 
while working, are directly is engaged on a 
daily basis protecting and enforcing laws at 
Federal buildings (referred to as ‘‘in-service 
field staff’’): Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available in this Act may be 
used to modify or restructure the bureau-
cratic organization of the Federal Protective 
Service as part of U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement. 

AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION 
For expenses of immigration and customs 

enforcement automated systems, $105,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses to plan, construct, 

renovate, equip, and maintain buildings and 
facilities necessary for the administration 

and enforcement of the laws relating to cus-
toms and immigration, $11,818,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That 
none of the funds made available in this Act 
may be used to solicit or consider any re-
quest to privatize facilities currently owned 
by the United States Government and used 
to detain aliens unlawfully present in the 
United States until the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives receive a plan for carrying 
out that privatization. 
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

AVIATION SECURITY 
For necessary expenses of the Transpor-

tation Security Administration related to 
providing civil aviation security services 
pursuant to the Aviation and Transportation 
Security Act (Public Law 107–71; 115 Stat. 
597; 49 U.S.C. 40101 note), $5,265,740,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2011, of 
which not to exceed $10,000 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses: 
Provided, That of the total amount made 
available under this heading, not to exceed 
$4,409,776,000 shall be for screening oper-
ations, of which $1,138,106,000 shall be avail-
able for explosives detection systems; and 
not to exceed $855,964,000 shall be for avia-
tion security direction and enforcement: Pro-
vided further, That of the amount made avail-
able in the preceding proviso for explosives 
detection systems, $800,000,000 shall be avail-
able for the purchase and installation of 
these systems: Provided further, That of the 
total amount provided, $1,250,000 shall be 
made available for Safe Skies Alliance to de-
velop and enhance research and training ca-
pabilities for Transportation Security Offi-
cer improvised explosive recognition train-
ing: Provided further, That security service 
fees authorized under section 44940 of title 49, 
United States Code, shall be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections and 
shall be available only for aviation security: 
Provided further, That any funds collected 
and made available from aviation security 
fees pursuant to section 44940(i) of title 49, 
United States Code, may, notwithstanding 
paragraph (4) of such section 44940(i), be ex-
pended for the purpose of improving screen-
ing at airport screening checkpoints, which 
may include the purchase and utilization of 
emerging technology equipment; the refur-
bishment and replacement of current equip-
ment; the installation of surveillance sys-
tems to monitor checkpoint activities; the 
modification of checkpoint infrastructure to 
support checkpoint reconfigurations; and the 
creation of additional checkpoints to screen 
aviation passengers and airport personnel: 
Provided further, That the sum appropriated 
under this heading from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2010, so as to result in a 
final fiscal year appropriation from the gen-
eral fund estimated at not more than 
$3,165,740,000: Provided further, That any secu-
rity service fees collected in excess of the 
amount made available under this heading 
shall become available during fiscal year 
2011: Provided further, That Members of the 
House of Representatives and Senate, includ-
ing the leadership; the heads of Federal 
agencies and commissions, including the 
Secretary, Under Secretaries, and Assistant 
Secretaries of Homeland Security; the Attor-
ney General and Assistant Attorneys Gen-
eral and the United States attorneys; and 
senior members of the Executive Office of 
the President, including the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget; shall not 
be exempt from Federal passenger and bag-
gage screening. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SECURITY 
For necessary expenses of the Transpor-

tation Security Administration related to 
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providing surface transportation security ac-
tivities, $103,416,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2011. 

TRANSPORTATION THREAT ASSESSMENT AND 
CREDENTIALING 

For necessary expenses for the develop-
ment and implementation of screening pro-
grams of the Office of Transportation Threat 
Assessment and Credentialing, $171,999,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2011: 
Provided, That if the Assistant Secretary of 
Homeland Security (Transportation Security 
Administration) determines that the Secure 
Flight program does not need to check air-
line passenger names against the full ter-
rorist watch list, the Assistant Secretary 
shall certify to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives that no significant security 
risks are raised by screening airline pas-
senger names only against a subset of the 
full terrorist watch list. 

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY SUPPORT 
For necessary expenses of the Transpor-

tation Security Administration related to 
providing transportation security support 
and intelligence pursuant to the Aviation 
and Transportation Security Act (Public 
Law 107–71; 115 Stat. 597; 49 U.S.C. 40101 
note), $992,980,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2011: Provided, That not to ex-
ceed $5,000,000 may be obligated for head-
quarters administration until the Secretary 
of Homeland Security submits to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives detailed ex-
penditure plans for checkpoint support and 
explosives detection systems refurbishment, 
procurement, and installations on an air-
port-by-airport basis for fiscal year 2010: Pro-
vided further, That these plans shall be sub-
mitted no later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

FEDERAL AIR MARSHALS 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Air 

Marshals, $860,111,000. 

b 1730 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 
DUNCAN 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. 
DUNCAN: 

Page 24, line 9, strike the dollar amount 
and insert ‘‘$819,481,000’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Chairman, 
former Congressman Sonny Callahan, a 
very respected former subcommittee 
chairman on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, told me that we had done all 
we needed to do on airplane security 
when we secured the cockpit doors. 
Whether you agree with him or not, 
that one very inexpensive action took 
away the ability to hijack and use air-
planes the way they were used on 9/11. 

Now we are about to appropriate $860 
million for the Federal Air Marshal 
Service, and I believe this money could 
be much better spent in any one of 
hundreds of other ways. However, my 

amendment does not eliminate this 
agency, even though I do believe it is a 
needless, useless agency. And my 
amendment does not even cut its fund-
ing. All it does is freeze this agency at 
its current level of funding, $819 mil-
lion. 

Air marshals arrest an average of a 
little over four people each year. Even 
after my amendment, they would still 
be getting about $200 million per ar-
rest. There must not be a softer, easier, 
more cushy job in the entire Federal 
Government than just to ride airplanes 
back and forth, back and forth, back 
and forth, many of them in first class. 
I would rather give this money to local 
law enforcement people who are fight-
ing real crime, the street crime that 
people want fought. 

Families all over this country are 
having to tighten their belts, and many 
millions are having to reduce spending. 
It would seem to me that the least we 
can do is stop giving big increases to 
agencies like this that really are doing 
almost no good at all. Actually, more 
air marshals have been arrested since 9/ 
11 than there have been arrests by air 
marshals. This is an agency that has 
gone from just 33 before 9/11 to over 
4,000 today. 

Now, what TSA is doing at the air-
ports, what all the other Federal, State 
and local law enforcement agencies are 
doing, what private companies are 
doing on security and all the many 
other things that are done on this bill 
on aviation security are more than 
enough. We need to realize that we can-
not make everyone totally safe even if 
we spent the entire Federal budget on 
security. 

I chaired the Aviation Subcommittee 
for 6 years and have always been a 
strong supporter of law enforcement 
and aviation security, but as one high- 
ranking former TSA official told me 2 
days ago, this air marshal agency is 
simply ‘‘gilding the lily.’’ 

The Wall Street Journal said in an 
editorial a few months after 9/11: ‘‘We 
would like to suggest a new post-Sep-
tember 11 rule for Congress: Any bill 
with the word ‘‘security’’ should get 
double the public scrutiny and maybe 
four times the normal weight, lest all 
kinds of bad legislation become law 
under the phony guise of fighting ter-
rorism.’’ That was from The Wall 
Street Journal when they noticed that 
almost every Department agency was 
requesting additional funds and using 
the word ‘‘security’’ to justify it, even 
unnecessary appropriations. 

Everyone on both sides of the aisle, 
Madam Chairman, likes to call them-
selves fiscally conservative. Well, even 
if my amendment were to pass, this 
agency would be getting an almost 60 
percent increase since 2003, more than 
double the rate of inflation since that 
time. 

This amendment is bare bones fiscal 
conservatism, very minimal fiscal con-
servatism. And I might add that I have 
never had a run-in with an air marshal. 
In fact, I don’t even believe that I 

know an air marshal, so this is nothing 
personal. But USA Today a few months 
ago had an article about this agency 
and all the troubles and problems 
they’re having, and I can tell you that 
I think this agency at least should not 
keep getting huge increases in funding. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment with great respect for the 
gentleman from Tennessee who, after 
all, has labored in this body for many 
years in the areas of transportation 
and transportation security. I take 
what he believes very, very seriously. 
And I know that he offers this amend-
ment in all earnestness. 

I want to say more in a minute about 
what our committee has done to make 
certain some of the elements that he is 
looking for are indeed addressed; name-
ly, by requiring a long-term assess-
ment of the air marshal staffing needs. 
This is not something we should go on 
funding indefinitely without assess-
ment or analysis; and we intend for 
that to occur. But I do not believe this 
amendment to simply flat-fund the 
Federal air marshals is the best ap-
proach. 

The exact number of Federal air mar-
shals is security-sensitive, but a reduc-
tion of $40.6 million, which the gen-
tleman proposes, would result in a sig-
nificant number of air marshals being 
let go, and TSA would have to put in 
place a hiring freeze for all of fiscal 
2010. As a result, we would have fewer 
high-risk international and domestic 
flights covered. In fact, flight coverage 
would be below what it was in 2009. 

With this funding reduction, it is pos-
sible that air marshals may not be on 
all flights during some high-con-
sequence events, such as the 2010 Olym-
pics or national special security 
events. Now, I’m sure that TSA would 
make every effort not to reduce cov-
erage for such events, but we would 
need to worry about resources being 
spread thinly under the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The funding reduction would limit 
the air marshals’ ability to rapidly re-
spond to unanticipated events as they 
did in the past, such as the U.K. liquid 
explosives threat, evacuation of U.S. 
citizens from Lebanon, or in response 
to hurricanes like Ike and Katrina. In 
addition, funding restrictions would af-
fect air marshals’ ability to support 
TSA’s VIPR teams. These are teams 
that conduct unannounced, high-visi-
bility exercises in mass transit and 
passenger rail facilities and are de-
signed to disrupt possible threats de-
termined by reports from our intel-
ligence community. So these air mar-
shals do perform vital functions, and 
we need to know what we’re doing if we 
cut back personnel levels. 
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Having said that, I do want to call 

the attention of colleagues to our re-
port, page 74 to be explicit, where we 
discuss the long-term prospects for this 
air marshals program. We go into some 
detail about these additional security 
measures that the gentleman outlined 
which, indeed, may change the picture 
in the longer term. We don’t know. We 
want DHS to reassess what is the ap-
propriate long-term staffing level for 
the Federal air marshals in light of its 
new risk assessment model that better 
targets staff deployments. 

So we have ordered up this study. 
Until we receive it, we believe it is pre-
mature to reduce funding for air mar-
shals without the kind of sound anal-
ysis that would demonstrate what 
threats might be addressed or what 
might not be addressed if there is a di-
minished effort by the air marshal pro-
gram. 

So, again, with appreciation for the 
gentleman’s history on this issue, I do 
respectfully urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the 
amendment. But I do pledge to Mem-
bers that we are going to undertake an 
assessment of this program for the 
long-term. And this time next year we 
will expect to have a much better anal-
ysis of what the long-term prospects 
should be. 

With that, Madam Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Chairman, I 
will close by saying that, first of all, I 
appreciate the kind comments by the 
chairman of the subcommittee for 
whom I have the greatest and deepest 
respect. 

I served on the conference committee 
that created the TSA. I do believe that 
aviation security is very important, 
and I do believe that this bill does 
many good things in that respect. But 
I also know that the Air Marshal Serv-
ice has a horrendous record so far. And 
as I said earlier, when you think of the 
very few arrests that they’ve made, it 
comes out to an average of a little over 
four a year, or about $200 million per 
arrest. I can’t think, really, of any De-
partment or agency in the Federal 
Government that does less good with 
more money than this agency. And yet, 
in spite of that, I am not trying to 
eliminate the agency; I am not trying 
to cut its funding. All I’ve done by this 
amendment is advocate a freeze that 
would save a little over $40 million. 
And if we can’t do that, then really we 
can’t do anything that is truly fiscally 
conservative in this Congress. I think 
when we recently raised our national 
debt limit to over $13 trillion, I think 
we at least need to start taking a few 
baby steps like this. So I urge my col-
leagues to support my amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

COAST GUARD 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for the operation 
and maintenance of the Coast Guard, not 
otherwise provided for; purchase or lease of 
not to exceed 25 passenger motor vehicles, 
which shall be for replacement only; pur-
chase or lease of small boats for contingent 
and emergent requirements (at a unit cost of 
no more than $700,000) and for repairs and 
service-life replacements for small boats for 
such requirements, not to exceed a total of 
$26,000,000; minor shore construction projects 
not exceeding $1,000,000 in total cost at any 
location; payments pursuant to section 156 of 
Public Law 97–377 (42 U.S.C. 402 note; 96 Stat. 
1920); and recreation and welfare; 
$6,822,026,000, of which $340,000,000 shall be for 
defense-related activities; of which 
$241,503,000 is designated as being for over-
seas deployments and other activities pursu-
ant to section 423(a)(1) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111/ 
th/ Congress), the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2010; of which 
$24,500,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill 
Liability Trust Fund to carry out the pur-
poses of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution 
Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); of which not 
to exceed $20,000 shall be for official recep-
tion and representation expenses: Provided, 
That none of the funds made available by 
this or any other Act shall be available for 
administrative expenses in connection with 
shipping commissioners in the United 
States: Provided further, That none of the 
funds made available by this Act shall be for 
expenses incurred for recreational vessels 
under section 12114 of title 46, United States 
Code, except to the extent fees are collected 
from yacht owners and credited to this ap-
propriation: Provided further, That the Coast 
Guard shall comply with the requirements of 
section 527 of Public Law 108–136 with respect 
to the Coast Guard Academy. 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE AND 
RESTORATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
environmental compliance and restoration 
functions of the Coast Guard under chapter 
19 of title 14, United States Code, $13,198,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

RESERVE TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard 
Reserve, as authorized by law; operations 
and maintenance of the reserve program; 
personnel and training costs; and equipment 
and services; $133,632,000. 

ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND 
IMPROVEMENTS 

For necessary expenses of acquisition, con-
struction, renovation, and improvement of 
aids to navigation, shore facilities, vessels, 
and aircraft, including equipment related 
thereto; and maintenance, rehabilitation, 
lease and operation of facilities and equip-
ment, as authorized by law; $1,347,480,000, of 
which $20,000,000 shall be derived from the 
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to carry out 
the purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil 
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); of 
which $103,000,000 shall be available until 
September 30, 2014, to acquire, repair, ren-
ovate, or improve vessels, small boats, and 
related equipment; of which $119,500,000 shall 
be available until September 30, 2012, for 
other equipment; of which $10,000,000 shall be 

available until September 30, 2012, for shore 
facilities and aids to navigation facilities; of 
which $100,000,000 shall be available for per-
sonnel compensation and benefits and re-
lated costs; and of which $1,014,980,000 shall 
be available until September 30, 2014, for the 
Integrated Deepwater Systems program: Pro-
vided, That of the funds made available for 
the Integrated Deepwater Systems program, 
$269,000,000 is for aircraft and $591,380,000 is 
for surface ships: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
in conjunction with the President’s fiscal 
year 2011 budget, a review of the Revised 
Deepwater Implementation Plan that identi-
fies any changes to the plan for the fiscal 
year; an annual performance comparison of 
Integrated Deepwater Systems program as-
sets to pre-Deepwater legacy assets; a status 
report of such legacy assets; a detailed expla-
nation of how the costs of such legacy assets 
are being accounted for within the Inte-
grated Deepwater Systems program; and the 
earned value management system gold card 
data for each Integrated Deepwater Systems 
program asset: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a comprehensive review 
of the Revised Deepwater Implementation 
Plan every 5 years, beginning in fiscal year 
2011, that includes a complete projection of 
the acquisition costs and schedule for the du-
ration of the plan through fiscal year 2027: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall an-
nually submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, at the time that the Presi-
dent’s budget is submitted under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a fu-
ture-years capital investment plan for the 
Coast Guard that identifies for each capital 
budget line item— 

(1) the proposed appropriation included in 
that budget; 

(2) the total estimated cost of completion; 
(3) projected funding levels for each fiscal 

year for the next 5 fiscal years or until 
project completion, whichever is earlier; 

(4) an estimated completion date at the 
projected funding levels; and 

(5) changes, if any, in the total estimated 
cost of completion or estimated completion 
date from previous future-years capital in-
vestment plans submitted to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall en-
sure that amounts specified in the future- 
years capital investment plan are consistent 
to the maximum extent practicable with 
proposed appropriations necessary to support 
the programs, projects, and activities of the 
Coast Guard in the President’s budget as 
submitted under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, for that fiscal year: Pro-
vided further, That any inconsistencies be-
tween the capital investment plan and pro-
posed appropriations shall be identified and 
justified: Provided further, That subsections 
(a) and (b) of section 6402 of the U.S. Troop 
Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recov-
ery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations 
Act, 2007 (Public Law 110–28) shall apply to 
fiscal year 2010. 

ALTERATION OF BRIDGES 
For necessary expenses for alteration or 

removal of obstructive bridges, as authorized 
by section 6 of the Truman-Hobbs Act (33 
U.S.C. 516), $10,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 
EVALUATION 

For necessary expenses for applied sci-
entific research, development, test, and eval-
uation; and for maintenance, rehabilitation, 
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lease, and operation of facilities and equip-
ment; as authorized by law; $19,745,000, to re-
main available until expended, of which 
$500,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund to carry out the purposes 
of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act 
of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)): Provided, That 
there may be credited to and used for the 
purposes of this appropriation funds received 
from State and local governments, other 
public authorities, private sources, and for-
eign countries for expenses incurred for re-
search, development, testing, and evalua-
tion. 

RETIRED PAY 

For retired pay, including the payment of 
obligations otherwise chargeable to lapsed 
appropriations for this purpose, payments 
under the Retired Serviceman’s Family Pro-
tection and Survivor Benefits Plans, pay-
ment for career status bonuses, concurrent 
receipts and combat-related special com-
pensation under the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, and payments for medical 
care of retired personnel and their depend-
ents under chapter 55 of title 10, United 
States Code, $1,361,245,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the United 
States Secret Service, including: purchase of 
not to exceed 652 vehicles for police-type use 
for replacement only; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles; purchase of motorcycles 
made in the United States; hire of aircraft; 
services of expert witnesses at such rates as 
may be determined by the Director of the Se-
cret Service; rental of buildings in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and fencing, lighting, 
guard booths, and other facilities on private 
or other property not in Government owner-
ship or control, as may be necessary to per-
form protective functions; payment of per 
diem or subsistence allowances to employees 
where a protective assignment during the ac-
tual day or days of the visit of a protectee 
requires an employee to work 16 hours per 
day or to remain overnight at a post of duty; 
conduct of and participation in firearms 
matches; presentation of awards; travel of 
United States Secret Service employees on 
protective missions without regard to the 
limitations on such expenditures in this or 
any other Act if approval is obtained in ad-
vance from the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives; research and development; 
grants to conduct behavioral research in sup-
port of protective research and operations; 
and payment in advance for commercial ac-
commodations as may be necessary to per-
form protective functions; $1,457,409,000, of 
which not to exceed $25,000 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses; 
of which not to exceed $100,000 shall be to 
provide technical assistance and equipment 
to foreign law enforcement organizations in 
counterfeit investigations; of which $2,366,000 
shall be for forensic and related support of 
investigations of missing and exploited chil-
dren; and of which $6,000,000 shall be for a 
grant for activities related to the investiga-
tions of missing and exploited children and 
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That up to $18,000,000 provided for pro-
tective travel shall remain available until 
September 30, 2011: Provided further, That up 
to $1,000,000 for National Special Security 
Events shall remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That the United 
States Secret Service is authorized to obli-
gate funds in anticipation of reimbursements 
from Federal agencies and entities, as de-
fined in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code, receiving training sponsored by the 

James J. Rowley Training Center, except 
that total obligations at the end of the fiscal 
year shall not exceed total budgetary re-
sources available under this heading at the 
end of the fiscal year: Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available under this 
heading shall be available to compensate any 
employee for overtime in an annual amount 
in excess of $35,000, except that the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, or the designee of the 
Secretary, may waive that amount as nec-
essary for national security purposes: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available to the United States Secret Service 
by this Act or by previous appropriations 
Acts may be made available for the protec-
tion of the head of a Federal agency other 
than the Secretary of Homeland Security: 
Provided further, That the Director of the 
United States Secret Service may enter into 
an agreement to perform such service on a 
fully reimbursable basis. 

ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENTS, 
AND RELATED EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for acquisition, 
construction, repair, alteration, and im-
provement of facilities, $3,975,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
TITLE III—PROTECTION, PREPARED-

NESS, RESPONSE, AND RECOVERY 
NATIONAL PROTECTION AND PROGRAMS 

DIRECTORATE 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of 
the Under Secretary for the National Protec-
tion and Programs Directorate, support for 
operations, information technology, and the 
Office of Risk Management and Analysis, 
$44,577,000: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000 
shall be for official reception and representa-
tion expenses. 

INFRASTRUCTURE PROTECTION AND 
INFORMATION SECURITY 

For necessary expenses for infrastructure 
protection and information security pro-
grams and activities, as authorized by title 
II of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 121 et seq.), $883,346,000, of which 
$744,085,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That of the amount 
made available under this heading, 
$155,000,000 may not be obligated for the Na-
tional Cyber Security Initiative program and 
$25,000,000 may not be obligated for the Next 
Generation Networks program until the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives receive and 
approve a plan for expenditure for that pro-
gram that describes the strategic context of 
the program; the specific goals and mile-
stones set for the program; and the funds al-
located to achieving each of those goals: Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided, $1,000,000 is for Philadelphia infra-
structure monitoring; $3,500,000 is for State 
and local cyber security training; $3,000,000 is 
for the Power and Cyber Systems Protection, 
Analysis, and Testing Program at the Idaho 
National Laboratory; $3,500,000 is for the 
Cyber Security Test Bed and Evaluation 
Center; $3,000,000 is for the Multi-State Infor-
mation Sharing and Analysis Center; $500,000 
is for the Virginia Operational Integration 
Cyber Center of Excellence; $100,000 is for the 
Upstate New York Cyber Initiative; and 
$1,000,000 is for interoperable communica-
tions, technical assistance and outreach pro-
grams. 

UNITED STATES VISITOR AND IMMIGRANT 
STATUS INDICATOR TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses for the develop-
ment of the United States Visitor and Immi-
grant Status Indicator Technology project, 
as authorized by section 110 of the Illegal Im-
migration Reform and Immigrant Responsi-

bility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1365a), $351,800,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That of the total amount made available 
under this heading, $75,000,000 may not be ob-
ligated for the United States Visitor and Im-
migrant Status Indicator Technology pro-
gram until the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives receive a plan for expenditure 
prepared by the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity that includes— 

(1) a detailed accounting of the program’s 
progress to date relative to system capabili-
ties or services, system performance levels, 
mission benefits and outcomes, milestones, 
cost targets, and program management capa-
bilities; 

(2) an explicit plan of action defining how 
all funds are to be obligated to meet future 
program commitments, with the planned ex-
penditure of funds linked to the milestone- 
based delivery of specific capabilities, serv-
ices, performance levels, mission benefits 
and outcomes, and program management ca-
pabilities; 

(3) a listing of all open Government Ac-
countability Office and Office of Inspector 
General recommendations related to the pro-
gram and the status of Department of Home-
land Security actions to address the rec-
ommendations, including milestones for 
fully addressing such recommendations; 

(4)(A) a certification by the Chief Procure-
ment Officer of the Department that— 

(i) the program has been reviewed and ap-
proved in accordance with the investment 
management process of the Department; 

(ii) the process fulfills all capital planning 
and investment control requirements and re-
views established by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, including as provided in 
Circular A–11, part 7; and 

(iii) the plans for the program comply with 
Federal acquisition rules, requirements, 
guidelines, and practices; and 

(B) a description by the Chief Procurement 
Officer of the actions being taken to address 
areas of non-compliance, the risks associated 
with such areas as well as any plans for ad-
dressing such risks, and the status of the im-
plementation of such actions; 

(5)(A) a certification by the Chief Informa-
tion Officer of the Department that— 

(i) an independent verification and valida-
tion agent is currently under contract for 
the program; 

(ii) the system architecture of the program 
is sufficiently aligned with the information 
systems enterprise architecture of the De-
partment to minimize future rework, includ-
ing a description of all aspects of the archi-
tecture that were or were not assessed in 
making the alignment determination, the 
date of the alignment determination, and 
any known areas of misalignment along with 
the associated risks and corrective actions 
to address any such areas; and 

(iii) the program has a risk management 
process that regularly identifies, evaluates, 
mitigates, and monitors risks throughout 
the system life cycle, and communicates 
high-risk conditions to agency and Depart-
ment investment decision makers; and 

(B) a listing by the Chief Information Offi-
cer of all the program’s high risks and the 
status of efforts to address them; 

(6) a certification by the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer of the Department that the 
human capital needs of the program are 
being strategically and proactively managed, 
and that current human capital capabilities 
are sufficient to execute the plans discussed 
in the report; and 

(7) a detailed accounting of operation and 
maintenance, contractor services, and pro-
gram costs associated with the management 
of identity services. 
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OFFICE OF HEALTH AFFAIRS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Health Affairs, $128,400,000, of which 
$30,411,000 is for salaries and expenses: Pro-
vided, That $97,989,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2011, for biosurveillance, 
BioWatch, medical readiness planning, 
chemical response, and other activities, in-
cluding $5,000,000 for the North Carolina 
Collaboratory for Bio-Preparedness, Univer-
sity of North Carolina, Chapel Hill: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $3,000 shall be for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. 
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses for management 

and administration of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, $844,500,000, in-
cluding activities authorized by the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et 
seq.), the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.), the Cerro Grande Fire Assist-
ance Act of 2000 (Div. C Title I, 114 Stat. 583), 
the Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 
1977 (42 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.), the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2061 et 
seq.), sections 107 and 303 of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 404, 405), Reorga-
nization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
101 et seq.), and the Post-Katrina Emergency 
Management Reform Act of 2006 (Public Law 
109–295; 120 Stat. 1394): Provided, That not to 
exceed $3,000 shall be for official reception 
and representation expenses: Provided fur-
ther, That the President’s budget submitted 
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, shall be detailed by office for 
the Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy: Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
$32,500,000 shall be for the Urban Search and 
Rescue Response System, of which not to ex-
ceed $1,600,000 may be made available for ad-
ministrative costs; and $6,995,000 shall be for 
the Office of National Capital Region Coordi-
nation. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. POE 

OF TEXAS 
Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, I 

have an amendment at the desk made 
in order under the rule. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. 
POE of Texas: 

Page 38, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $32,000,000)’’. 

Page 52, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $32,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chairman, 
the amendment I am offering today 
seeks to add additional funding to the 
highly successful and widely supported 
National Predisaster Mitigation Fund. 
In a time of deficits and rampant gov-
ernment spending, predisaster mitiga-
tion is good for the taxpayer. 

According to a study first released in 
2005, the ‘‘National Hazard Mitigation 
Saves: An Independent Study to Assess 
the Future Savings from Mitigation 
Activities,’’ performed by the group 

called the Multi-Hazard Mitigation 
Council, stated that for every $1 spent 
on mitigation, $3 to $4 is saved. Fur-
ther, the Congressional Budget Office 
issued its own report on predisaster 
mitigation and its cost savings and 
confirmed the savings derived from 
this program. 

According to these studies, this 
amendment that I’m offering could 
save anywhere from $96 million to $128 
million in future disaster costs. In 
communities such as I represent along 
the gulf coast of Texas, predisaster 
mitigation is essential in weathering 
future devastating hurricanes which 
have ravaged my district in recent 
years in helping to reduce the cost to-
wards recovery. Just since I’ve been 
elected, the following hurricanes have 
hit my southeast district in Texas: 
Katrina, Rita, Humbert, Gustav, and 
the latest is Ike. 

Every year it seems, Madam Chair-
man, a new hurricane comes down Hur-
ricane Alley through my congressional 
district, but also hits other gulf States. 
The purpose of this program is to im-
plement hazard reduction measures 
prior to an event. Funds can be used to 
help retrofit buildings, such as the 
courthouse that is used as the Center 
for Emergency Management Services. 
Those retrofitting buildings can with-
stand high wind damage. Also it moves 
properties out of flood plains, and 
flood-proof buildings, among many 
other things. 

The problem is requests for funding 
from this program is three times the 
amount of money that is actually 
available under current law. This 
amendment takes $32 million out of the 
$850 million of salaries. The $32 million 
figure comes from the amount that’s 
over the President’s request. And com-
munities throughout Hurricane Alley 
and other areas in the country prone to 
devastation, such as earthquakes and 
wildfires, are all looking at ways to 
strengthen their defenses and avoid the 
often long and painful recovery. 

b 1745 
The predisaster recovery program is 

a community-based program and em-
phasizes commitment to local input on 
what’s needed. Over the last decade, 
the predisaster mitigation program has 
developed and grown as mitigation 
itself has become accepted as Federal 
policy. Adoption and expansion of miti-
gation as a beneficial approach for gov-
ernment has been bolstered by studies 
that demonstrated cost reductions fol-
lowing disasters due to earlier mitiga-
tion investments. 

So I ask support of this amendment 
and support of communities that would 
benefit from this amendment before 
disaster strikes. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, the gentleman seeks to add 

$32 million for predisaster mitigation 
grants by cutting the same amount 
from FEMA’s management and oper-
ations programs. 

Again, I appreciate the gentleman’s 
support for predisaster mitigation. I 
come from a State where both 
predisaster and postdisaster mitigation 
have been very important and often 
successful programs. And I believe the 
funding levels recommended by our 
committee in recent years have re-
flected this favorable evaluation. 

But the offset the gentleman pro-
poses is just untenable. I have to say 
that, and I want to spend some time in 
explaining it because I do respect the 
motivation that he brings to this ef-
fort. 

We have, today, correspondence from 
State and local emergency managers 
who also think this offset is unaccept-
able. They oppose this amendment be-
cause it cuts critical FEMA programs, 
and, in particular, I have a letter dated 
today from the International Associa-
tion of Emergency Managers along 
these lines. 

The Congress has spent the last 4 
years since Hurricane Katrina rebuild-
ing FEMA’s management and oper-
ations capabilities. At the time of 
Katrina, the agency was understaffed 
and unable to effectively manage a cat-
astrophic disaster. It’s my belief that 
the increases over the last 2 fiscal 
years were a major factor in FEMA’s 
return to strength as demonstrated 
during the response to Hurricane Ike 
and the Midwest floods. 

I am afraid the gentleman’s amend-
ment could send us backwards. The 
gentleman would cut the account that 
supports the National Hurricane Pro-
gram, the National Dam Safety Pro-
gram, national continuity programs, 
disaster operations and disaster miti-
gation. 

The committee supports predisaster 
mitigation. That’s why we included a 
$10 million increase for predisaster 
mitigation grants above fiscal year 
2009. 

But the gentleman proposes a further 
increase, and I believe that should not 
come at the detriment of FEMA’s oper-
ational readiness. 

Besides, the grant program that the 
gentleman seeks to increase had $143 
million that was unobligated or not 
spent at the time this bill was re-
ported. In other words, there is a good 
deal of money in the pipeline. 

So as a supporter of increased miti-
gation, and as the chairman of a com-
mittee that has championed increased 
mitigation, I believe we have enough 
funds for now to support ongoing miti-
gation work, and I think the offset 
would be detrimental to FEMA’s readi-
ness to respond to disasters. 

So I respectfully urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POE of Texas. I yield myself as 

much time as I may consume. 
I appreciate the chairman’s input on 

my amendment. 
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As I mentioned earlier, the request 

for predisaster mitigation funds is 
three times what is available under 
current law. And I probably have dealt 
with FEMA as much as anybody in this 
House, not by choice, but because of 
the fact that our district keeps getting 
hammered by hurricanes, starting with 
Katrina. And the management system 
of FEMA has a lot to be desired. That 
has to be dealt with eventually in an-
other issue. 

Hurricane Rita, 2005, people in my 
congressional district are still living 
with blue plastic tarps on their roofs 
because of the inadequate response. 
That is why this bill is so important, 
because it allows for predisaster miti-
gation. It allows the hospitals to get a 
generator so that when they lose their 
power, they are able to take care of the 
patients that are in the emergency 
room. That is a portion of predisaster 
mitigation. 

And I think it’s imperative that we 
be proactive because it takes FEMA 
too long to respond to disasters, which 
drives up the cost of recovery. Some 
people in my district still say FEMA is 
the disaster. 

We talked earlier on other amend-
ments about the fact that a next ter-
rorist attack may occur in New York 
City. That may be so. But Mother Na-
ture, as we say in Texas, ‘‘has a mad 
on’’ for Hurricane Alley because we 
keep getting hammered every year 
with hurricanes. 

And one way to help is to ratchet up 
the amount of money available in areas 
in the Gulf Coast and other parts of the 
country that have the likelihood of 
being hit by a major disaster. Where 
recovery takes a long time, and if we 
are prepared with just a third of the 
money that is needed to recover, we 
can be prepared, and communities can 
get back together a lot quicker. 

So I would respectfully disagree with 
the chairman and say that we need to 
adopt this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE AND LOCAL PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For grants, contracts, cooperative agree-
ments, and other activities, $2,829,000,000 
shall be allocated as follows: 

(1) $950,000,000 shall be for the State Home-
land Security Grant Program under section 
2004 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 605): Provided, That of the amount 

provided by this paragraph, $60,000,000 shall 
be for Operation Stonegarden: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding subsection (c)(4) 
of such section 2004, for fiscal year 2010, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico shall make 
available to local and tribal governments 
amounts provided to the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico under this paragraph in accord-
ance with subsection (c)(1) of such section 
2004. 

(2) $887,000,000 shall be for the Urban Area 
Security Initiative under section 2003 of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604), 
of which, notwithstanding subsection (c)(1) 
of such section, $15,000,000 shall be for grants 
to organizations (as described under section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of such code) determined by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to be at high 
risk of a terrorist attack. 

(3) $40,000,000 shall be for the Metropolitan 
Medical Response System under section 635 
of the Post-Katrina Emergency Management 
Reform Act of 2006 (6 U.S.C. 723). 

(4) $15,000,000 shall be for the Citizen Corps 
Program. 

(5) $250,000,000 shall be for Public Transpor-
tation Security Assistance and Railroad Se-
curity Assistance under sections 1406 and 
1513 of the Implementing Recommendations 
of the 9/11 Commission Act of 2007 (6 U.S.C. 
1135 and 1163): Provided, That such public 
transportation security assistance shall be 
provided directly to public transportation 
agencies. 

(6) $250,000,000 shall be for Port Security 
Grants in accordance with 46 U.S.C. 70107, 
notwithstanding 46 U.S.C 70107(c). 

(7) $12,000,000 shall be for Over-the-Road 
Bus Security Assistance under section 1532 of 
the Implementing Recommendations of the 
9/11 Commission Act of 2007 (6 U.S.C. 1182). 

(8) $50,000,000 shall be for Buffer Zone Pro-
tection Program Grants. 

(9) $50,000,000 shall be for grants in accord-
ance with section 204 of the REAL ID Act of 
2005 (49 U.S.C. 30301 note). 

(10) $50,000,000 shall be for the Interoper-
able Emergency Communications Grant Pro-
gram under section 1809 of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 579). 

(11) $40,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for grants for Emergency Oper-
ations Centers under section 614 of the Rob-
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196c), as de-
tailed in the statement accompanying this 
Act. 

(12) $235,000,000 shall be for training, exer-
cises, technical assistance, and other pro-
grams, of which— 

(A) $132,000,000 shall be for the National 
Domestic Preparedness Consortium in ac-
cordance with section 1204 of the Imple-
menting Recommendations of the 9/11 Com-
mission Act of 2007 (6 U.S.C. 1102), of which 
$23,000,000 shall be for the National Energetic 
Materials Research and Testing Center, New 
Mexico Institute of Mining and Technology; 
$23,000,000 shall be for the National Center 
for Biomedical Research and Training, Lou-
isiana State University; $23,000,000 shall be 
for the National Emergency Response and 
Rescue Training Center, Texas A&M Univer-
sity; $23,000,000 shall be for the National Ex-
ercise, Test, and Training Center, Nevada 
Test Site; and $40,000,000 shall be for the Cen-
ter for Domestic Preparedness, Alabama; and 

(B) $3,000,000 shall be for the Rural Domes-
tic Preparedness Consortium, Eastern Ken-
tucky University: 
Provided, That not to exceed 3 percent of the 
amounts provided under this heading may be 
transferred to the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency ‘‘Management and Adminis-
tration’’ account for program administra-
tion, and an expenditure plan for program 

administration shall be provided to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives within 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act: Pro-
vided further, That for grants under para-
graphs (1) through (4), the applications for 
grants shall be made available to eligible ap-
plicants not later than 25 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, eligible applicants 
shall submit applications not later than 90 
days after the grant announcement, and the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency shall act within 90 days 
after receipt of an application: Provided fur-
ther, That for grants under paragraphs (5) 
through (7) and (10), the applications for 
grants shall be made available to eligible ap-
plicants not later than 30 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, eligible applicants 
shall submit applications within 45 days 
after the grant announcement, and the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency shall 
act not later than 60 days after receipt of an 
application: Provided further, That for grants 
under paragraphs (1) and (2), the installation 
of communications towers is not considered 
construction of a building or other physical 
facility: Provided further, That grantees shall 
provide reports on their use of funds, as de-
termined necessary by the Secretary: Pro-
vided further, That (a) the Center for Domes-
tic Preparedness may provide training to 
emergency response providers from the Fed-
eral Government, foreign governments, or 
private entities, if the Center for Domestic 
Preparedness is reimbursed for the cost of 
such training, and any reimbursement under 
this subsection shall be credited to the ac-
count from which the expenditure being re-
imbursed was made and shall be available, 
without fiscal year limitation, for the pur-
poses for which amounts in the account may 
be expended, (b) the head of the Center for 
Domestic Preparedness shall ensure that any 
training provided under (a) does not interfere 
with the primary mission of the Center to 
train State and local emergency response 
providers. 

FIREFIGHTER ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
For necessary expenses for programs au-

thorized by the Federal Fire Prevention and 
Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.), 
$800,000,000, of which $380,000,000 shall be 
available to carry out section 33 of that Act 
(15 U.S.C. 2229) and $420,000,000 shall be avail-
able to carry out section 34 of that Act (15 
U.S.C. 2229a), to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That not to exceed 
5 percent of the amount available under this 
heading shall be available for program ad-
ministration, and an expenditure plan for 
program administration shall be provided to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
within 60 days of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT PERFORMANCE 
GRANTS 

For necessary expenses for emergency 
management performance grants, as author-
ized by the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), the 
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 
(42 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.), and Reorganization 
Plan No. 3 of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), $330,000,000: 
Provided, That total administrative costs 
shall not exceed 3 percent of the total 
amount appropriated under this heading. 

RADIOLOGICAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 
PROGRAM 

The aggregate charges assessed during fis-
cal year 2010, as authorized in title III of the 
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-
ing and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 
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(42 U.S.C. 5196e), shall not be less than 100 
percent of the amounts anticipated by the 
Department of Homeland Security necessary 
for its radiological emergency preparedness 
program for the next fiscal year: Provided, 
That the methodology for assessment and 
collection of fees shall be fair and equitable 
and shall reflect costs of providing such serv-
ices, including administrative costs of col-
lecting such fees: Provided further, That fees 
received under this heading shall be depos-
ited in this account as offsetting collections 
and will become available for authorized pur-
poses on October 1, 2010, and remain avail-
able until expended. 

UNITED STATES FIRE ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses of the United 

States Fire Administration and for other 
purposes, as authorized by the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 
2201 et seq.) and the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.), $45,588,000. 

DISASTER RELIEF 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), 
$2,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency shall submit an 
expenditure plan to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives detailing the use of the 
funds for disaster readiness and support 
within 60 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act: Provided further, That the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency shall sub-
mit to such Committees a quarterly report 
detailing obligations against the expenditure 
plan and a justification for any changes in 
spending: Provided further, That of the total 
amount provided, $16,000,000 shall be trans-
ferred to the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity Office of Inspector General for audits 
and investigations related to disasters, sub-
ject to section 503 of this Act: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $90,080,000 may be trans-
ferred to the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency ‘‘Management and Administra-
tion’’ account for management and adminis-
tration functions: Provided further, That the 
amount provided in the previous proviso 
shall not be available for transfer to the 
‘‘Management and Administration’’ account 
until the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency submits an expenditure plan to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives: Provided 
further, That the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency shall 
report monthly beginning July 1, 2009, to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives regarding the number of 
individuals and households in need of Fed-
eral disaster assistance as a result of such 
severe storms, tornados, flooding, and 
mudslides (under FEMA–1841–DR) but denied 
assistance due to failure to meet flood insur-
ance requirements. Such report shall include 
the reasons and circumstances for each de-
nial per individual and household: Provided 
further, That for any request for reimburse-
ment from a Federal agency to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to cover expend-
itures under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), or any mission assign-
ment orders issued by the Department for 
such purposes, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall take appropriate steps to en-
sure that each agency is periodically re-
minded of Department policies on— 

(1) the detailed information required in 
supporting documentation for reimburse-
ments; and 

(2) the necessity for timeliness of agency 
billings. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE DIRECT LOAN PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

For activities under section 319 of the Rob-
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5162), $295,000 
is for the cost of direct loans: Provided, That 
gross obligations for the principal amount of 
direct loans shall not exceed $25,000,000: Pro-
vided further, That the cost of modifying 
such loans shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 661a). 

FLOOD MAP MODERNIZATION FUND 

For necessary expenses under section 1360 
of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 4101), $220,000,000, and such addi-
tional sums as may be provided by State and 
local governments or other political subdivi-
sions for cost-shared mapping activities 
under section 1360(f)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
4101(f)(2)), to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That total administrative 
costs shall not exceed 3 percent of the total 
amount appropriated under this heading. 

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE FUND 

For activities under the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), 
and the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), $159,469,000, which 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2011, and shall be derived from offsetting col-
lections assessed and collected under section 
1308(b)(3) of the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015(b)(3)), which shall 
be available as follows: (1) not to exceed 
$52,149,000 for salaries and expenses associ-
ated with flood mitigation and flood insur-
ance operations; and (2) no less than 
$107,320,000 for flood plain management and 
flood mapping: Provided, That any additional 
fees collected pursuant to section 1308(b)(3) 
of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 4015(b)(3)) shall be credited as an 
offsetting collection to this account, to be 
available for flood plain management and 
flood mapping: Provided further, That if the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency determines that such 
amount for salaries and expenses is insuffi-
cient, the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency may use 
amounts made available under this heading 
for flood plain management and flood map-
ping to pay for such salaries and expenses, 
but only if the Administrator submits to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives notice of 
the Administrator’s intention to use such 
funds for such purpose 30 days in advance of 
any such use: Provided further, That in fiscal 
year 2010, no funds shall be available from 
the National Flood Insurance Fund under 
section 1310 of that Act (42 U.S.C. 4017) in ex-
cess of: (1) $85,000,000 for operating expenses; 
(2) $969,370,000 for commissions and taxes of 
agents; (3) such sums as are necessary for in-
terest on Treasury borrowings; and (4) 
$120,000,000, which shall remain available 
until expended for flood mitigation actions, 
of which $70,000,000 shall be for severe repet-
itive loss properties under section 1361A of 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 4102a), of which $10,000,000 shall be for 
repetitive insurance claims properties under 
section 1323 of the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4030), and of which 
$40,000,000 is for flood mitigation assistance 
under section 1366 of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4104c) notwith-
standing subparagraphs (B) and (C) of sub-
section (b)(3) and subsection (f) of section 
1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 4104c) and notwithstanding 
subsection (a)(7) of section 1310 of the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
4017): Provided further, That amounts col-

lected under section 102 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 and section 1366(i) of 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C 1366(i)) shall be deposited in the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Fund to supplement 
other amounts specified as available for sec-
tion 1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968, notwithstanding 42 U.S.C. 4012a(f)(8), 
4104c(i), and 4104d(b)(2)-(3): Provided further, 
That total administrative costs shall not ex-
ceed 4 percent of the total appropriation. 

NATIONAL PREDISASTER MITIGATION FUND 
For the predisaster mitigation grant pro-

gram under section 203 of the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5133), $100,000,000, to re-
main available until expended and as de-
tailed in the statement accompanying this 
Act: Provided, That the total administrative 
costs associated with such grants shall not 
exceed 3 percent of the total amount made 
available under this heading. 

EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 
To carry out the emergency food and shel-

ter program pursuant to title III of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11331 et seq.), $200,000,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That total administrative costs shall not ex-
ceed 3.5 percent of the total amount made 
available under this heading. 
TITLE IV—RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT, TRAINING, AND SERVICES 
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION 

SERVICES 
For necessary expenses for citizenship and 

immigration services, $248,000,000, of which 
$100,000,000 shall be for processing applica-
tions for asylum or refugee status; and of 
which $112,000,000 is for the basic pilot pro-
gram, as authorized by section 402 of the Ille-
gal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re-
sponsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a note), 
to assist United States employers with main-
taining a legal workforce: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
funds available to United States Citizenship 
and Immigration Services may be used to ac-
quire, operate, equip, and dispose of up to 
five vehicles, for replacement only, for areas 
where the Administrator of General Services 
does not provide vehicles for lease: Provided 
further, That the Director of United States 
Citizenship and Immigration Services may 
authorize employees who are assigned to 
those areas to use such vehicles to travel be-
tween the employees’ residences and places 
of employment: Provided further, That none 
of the funds made available under this head-
ing may be obligated for processing applica-
tions for asylum or refugee status unless the 
Secretary of Homeland Security has pub-
lished a final rule updating part 103 of title 
8, Code of Federal Regulations, to dis-
continue the asylum/refugee surcharge: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this heading for may be obli-
gated for development of the ‘‘REAL ID hub’’ 
until the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
receive and approve a plan for expenditure 
for that program that describes the strategic 
context of the program, the specific goals 
and milestones set for the program, and the 
funds allocated for achieving each of these 
goals and milestones. 

FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING 
CENTER 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Law 

Enforcement Training Center, including ma-
terials and support costs of Federal law en-
forcement basic training; the purchase of not 
to exceed 117 vehicles for police-type use and 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; expenses 
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for student athletic and related activities; 
the conduct of and participation in firearms 
matches and presentation of awards; public 
awareness and enhancement of community 
support of law enforcement training; room 
and board for student interns; a flat monthly 
reimbursement to employees authorized to 
use personal mobile phones for official du-
ties; and services as authorized by section 
3109 of title 5, United States Code; 
$239,356,000, of which up to $47,751,000 shall 
remain available until September 30, 2011, for 
materials and support costs of Federal law 
enforcement basic training; of which $300,000 
shall remain available until expended for 
Federal law enforcement agencies partici-
pating in training accreditation, to be dis-
tributed as determined by the Federal Law 
Enforcement Training Center for the needs 
of participating agencies; and of which not 
to exceed $12,000 shall be for official recep-
tion and representation expenses: Provided, 
That the Center is authorized to obligate 
funds in anticipation of reimbursements 
from agencies receiving training sponsored 
by the Center, except that total obligations 
at the end of the fiscal year shall not exceed 
total budgetary resources available at the 
end of the fiscal year: Provided further, That 
section 1202(a) of Public Law 107–206 (42 
U.S.C. 3771 note), as amended by Public Law 
110–329 (122 Stat. 3677), is further amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2011’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2012’’: Provided further, That 
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Ac-
creditation Board, including representatives 
from the Federal law enforcement commu-
nity and non-Federal accreditation experts 
involved in law enforcement training, shall 
lead the Federal law enforcement training 
accreditation process to continue the imple-
mentation of measuring and assessing the 
quality and effectiveness of Federal law en-
forcement training programs, facilities, and 
instructors: Provided further, That the Direc-
tor of the Federal Law Enforcement Train-
ing Center shall schedule basic or advanced 
law enforcement training, or both, at all four 
training facilities under the control of the 
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center to 
ensure that such training facilities are oper-
ated at the highest capacity throughout the 
fiscal year. 
ACQUISITIONS, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENTS, 

AND RELATED EXPENSES 
For acquisition of necessary additional 

real property and facilities, construction, 
and ongoing maintenance, facility improve-
ments, and related expenses of the Federal 
Law Enforcement Training Center, 
$43,456,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the Center is author-
ized to accept reimbursement to this appro-
priation from Government agencies request-
ing the construction of special use facilities. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Office of 
the Under Secretary for Science and Tech-
nology and for management and administra-
tion of programs and activities, as author-
ized by title III of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), $142,200,000: 
Provided, That not to exceed $10,000 shall be 
for official reception and representation ex-
penses. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, ACQUISITION, AND 
OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses for science and 
technology research, including advanced re-
search projects; development; test and eval-
uation; acquisition; and operations; as au-
thorized by title III of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 181 et seq.); 
$825,356,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the amount pro-

vided, $12,000,000 shall be for construction ex-
penses of the Pacific Northwest National 
Laboratory: Provided further, That not less 
than $10,000,000 shall be available for the Na-
tional Institute for Hometown Security, 
Kentucky: Provided further, That not less 
than $2,000,000 shall be available for the 
Naval Postgraduate School: Provided further, 
That not less than $1,000,000 shall be avail-
able to continue a homeland security re-
search, development, and manufacturing 
pilot project: Provided further, That $500,000 
shall be available for a demonstration 
project to develop situational awareness and 
decision support capabilities through remote 
sensing technologies: Provided further, That 
$4,000,000 shall be available for a pilot pro-
gram to develop a replicable port security 
system that would improve maritime do-
main awareness: Provided further, That none 
of the funds available under this heading, in 
this Act, or in any previously enacted law 
shall be obligated for construction of a Na-
tional Bio– and Agro–defense Facility lo-
cated on the United States mainland until 
the Secretary of Homeland Security receives 
a risk assessment prepared by a person who 
is not an officer or employee of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security of whether foot- 
and-mouth disease work can be done safely 
on the United States mainland. 

DOMESTIC NUCLEAR DETECTION OFFICE 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

For salaries and expenses of the Domestic 
Nuclear Detection Office as authorized by 
title XIX of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 591 et seq.) as amended, for 
management and administration of programs 
and activities, $39,599,000: Provided, That not 
to exceed $3,000 shall be for official reception 
and representation expenses. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses for radiological and 

nuclear research, development, testing, eval-
uation, and operations, $326,537,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 501. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for 
obligation beyond the current fiscal year un-
less expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 502. Subject to the requirements of 
section 503 of this Act, the unexpended bal-
ances of prior appropriations provided for ac-
tivities in this Act may be transferred to ap-
propriation accounts for such activities es-
tablished pursuant to this Act, may be 
merged with funds in the applicable estab-
lished accounts, and thereafter may be ac-
counted for as one fund for the same time pe-
riod as originally enacted. 

SEC. 503. (a) None of the funds provided by 
this Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies in or transferred to the 
Department of Homeland Security that re-
main available for obligation or expenditure 
in fiscal year 2010, or provided from any ac-
counts in the Treasury of the United States 
derived by the collection of fees available to 
the agencies funded by this Act, shall be 
available for obligation or expenditure 
through a reprogramming of funds that: (1) 
creates a new program, project, office, or ac-
tivity; (2) eliminates a program, project, of-
fice, or activity; (3) increases funds for any 
program, project, or activity for which funds 
have been denied or restricted by the Con-
gress; (4) proposes to use funds directed for a 
specific activity by either of the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate or the House 
of Representatives for a different purpose; or 
(5) contracts out any function or activity for 
which funding levels were requested for Fed-
eral full-time equivalents in the object clas-
sification tables contained in the fiscal year 

2010 Budget Appendix for the Department of 
Homeland Security, as modified by the ex-
planatory statement accompanying this Act, 
unless the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
are notified 15 days in advance of such re-
programming of funds. 

(b) None of the funds provided by this Act, 
provided by previous appropriations Acts to 
the agencies in or transferred to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security that remain 
available for obligation or expenditure in fis-
cal year 2010, or provided from any accounts 
in the Treasury of the United States derived 
by the collection of fees or proceeds avail-
able to the agencies funded by this Act, shall 
be available for obligation or expenditure for 
programs, projects, or activities through a 
reprogramming of funds in excess of 
$5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less, 
that: (1) augments existing programs, 
projects, or activities; (2) reduces by 10 per-
cent funding for any existing program, 
project, or activity, or numbers of personnel 
by 10 percent as approved by the Congress; or 
(3) results from any general savings from a 
reduction in personnel that would result in a 
change in existing programs, projects, or ac-
tivities as approved by the Congress, unless 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives are 
notified 15 days in advance of such re-
programming of funds. 

(c) Not to exceed 5 percent of any appro-
priation made available for the current fiscal 
year for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity by this Act or provided by previous ap-
propriations Acts may be transferred be-
tween such appropriations, but no such ap-
propriation, except as otherwise specifically 
provided, shall be increased by more than 10 
percent by such transfers: Provided, That any 
transfer under this section shall be treated 
as a reprogramming of funds under sub-
section (b) and shall not be available for ob-
ligation unless the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives are notified 15 days in ad-
vance of such transfer. 

(d) Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b), 
and (c) of this section, no funds shall be re-
programmed within or transferred between 
appropriations after June 30, except in ex-
traordinary circumstances that imminently 
threaten the safety of human life or the pro-
tection of property. 

(e) Within 90 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Home-
land Security shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a report listing all 
dollar amounts specified in this Act and ac-
companying explanatory statement that are 
identified in the detailed funding table at 
the end of the explanatory statement accom-
panying this Act or any other amounts spec-
ified in this Act or accompanying explana-
tory statement: Provided, That such dollar 
amounts specified in this Act and accom-
panying explanatory statement shall be sub-
ject to the conditions and requirements of 
subsections (a), (b), and (c) of this section. 

SEC. 504. The Department of Homeland Se-
curity Working Capital Fund, established 
pursuant to section 403 of Public Law 103–356 
(31 U.S.C. 501 note), shall continue oper-
ations as a permanent working capital fund 
for fiscal year 2010: Provided, That none of 
the funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available to the Department of Homeland 
Security may be used to make payments to 
the Working Capital Fund, except for the ac-
tivities and amounts allowed in the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2010 budget: Provided fur-
ther, That funds provided to the Working 
Capital Fund shall be available for obliga-
tion until expended to carry out the purposes 
of the Working Capital Fund: Provided fur-
ther, That all departmental components shall 
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be charged only for direct usage of each 
Working Capital Fund service: Provided fur-
ther, That funds provided to the Working 
Capital Fund shall be used only for purposes 
consistent with the contributing component: 
Provided further, That such fund shall be paid 
in advance or reimbursed at rates which will 
return the full cost of each service: Provided 
further, That the Working Capital Fund shall 
be subject to the requirements of section 503 
of this Act. 

SEC. 505. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2010 from appropria-
tions for salaries and expenses for fiscal year 
2010 in this Act shall remain available 
through September 30, 2011, in the account 
and for the purposes for which the appropria-
tions were provided: Provided, That prior to 
the obligation of such funds, a request shall 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives for approval in accordance 
with section 503 of this Act. 

SEC. 506. Funds made available by this Act 
for intelligence activities are deemed to be 
specifically authorized by the Congress for 
purposes of section 504 of the National Secu-
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal 
year 2010 until the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing intelligence activities for fiscal 
year 2010. 

SEC. 507. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to make a grant al-
location, grant award, contract award, other 
transactional agreement, or to issue a letter 
of intent totaling in excess of $1,000,000, or to 
announce publicly the intention to make 
such an award, including a contract covered 
by the Federal Acquisition Regulation, un-
less the Secretary of Homeland Security no-
tifies the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
at least 3 full business days in advance of 
making such an award or issuing such a let-
ter: Provided, That if the Secretary of Home-
land Security determines that compliance 
with this section would pose a substantial 
risk to human life, health, or safety, an 
award may be made without notification and 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall be notified not later than 5 full busi-
ness days after such an award is made or let-
ter issued: Provided further, That no notifica-
tion shall involve funds that are not avail-
able for obligation: Provided further, That the 
notification shall include the amount of the 
award, the fiscal year for which the funds for 
the award were appropriated, and the ac-
count from which the funds are being drawn: 
Provided further, That the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency shall brief the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives 5 full busi-
ness days in advance of announcing publicly 
the intention of making an award under the 
State and Local Programs. 

SEC. 508. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, no agency shall purchase, con-
struct, or lease any additional facilities, ex-
cept within or contiguous to existing loca-
tions, to be used for the purpose of con-
ducting Federal law enforcement training 
without the advance approval of the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, except that 
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Cen-
ter is authorized to obtain the temporary use 
of additional facilities by lease, contract, or 
other agreement for training which cannot 
be accommodated in existing Center facili-
ties. 

SEC. 509. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used for expenses for any construction, re-
pair, alteration, or acquisition project for 

which a prospectus otherwise required under 
chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code, has 
not been approved, except that necessary 
funds may be expended for each project for 
required expenses for the development of a 
proposed prospectus. 

SEC. 510. Sections 519, 520, 522, 528, 530, and 
531 of the Department of Homeland Security 
Appropriations Act, 2008 (division E of Public 
Law 110–161; 121 Stat. 2072, 2073, 2074, 2082) 
shall apply with respect to funds made avail-
able in this Act in the same manner as such 
sections applied to funds made available in 
that Act. 

SEC. 511. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used in contravention of 
the applicable provisions of the Buy Amer-
ican Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.). 

SEC. 512. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to process or approve a 
competition under Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–76 for services provided as 
of June 1, 2004, by employees (including em-
ployees serving on a temporary or term 
basis) of United States Citizenship and Im-
migration Services of the Department of 
Homeland Security who are known as of that 
date as immigration information officers, 
contact representatives, or investigative as-
sistants. 

SEC. 513. (a) The Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall research, develop, and procure 
new technologies to inspect and screen air 
cargo carried on passenger aircraft by the 
earliest date possible. 

(b) Checked baggage explosive detection 
equipment and screeners that exist as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act shall be 
used to screen air cargo carried on passenger 
aircraft to the greatest extent practicable at 
each airport until technologies developed 
under subsection (a) are available for such 
purpose. 

(c) The Assistant Secretary of Homeland 
Security (Transportation Security Adminis-
tration) shall work with air carriers and air-
ports to ensure that the screening of cargo 
carried on passenger aircraft, as defined in 
section 44901(g)(5) of title 49, United States 
Code, increases incrementally each quarter. 

(d) Not later than 45 days after the end of 
each quarter, the Assistant Secretary shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a report on air cargo inspection statis-
tics by airport and air carrier detailing the 
incremental progress being made to meet the 
requirements of section 44901(g)(2) of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(e) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor-
tation Security Administration) shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
a report on how the Transportation Security 
Administration plans to meet the require-
ment for screening all air cargo on passenger 
aircraft by the deadline under section 
44901(g) of title 49, United States Code. The 
report shall identify the elements of the sys-
tem to screen 100 percent of cargo trans-
ported between domestic airports at a level 
of security commensurate with the level of 
security for the screening of passenger 
checked baggage. 

SEC. 514. Except as provided in section 
44945 of title 49, United States Code, funds 
appropriated or transferred to the Transpor-
tation Security Administration ‘‘Aviation 
Security’’, ‘‘Administration’’ and ‘‘Transpor-
tation Security Support’’ accounts for fiscal 
years 2004, 2005, 2006, and 2007 that are recov-
ered or deobligated shall be available only 
for the procurement or installation of explo-
sives detection systems for air cargo, bag-
gage, and checkpoint screening systems, sub-
ject to notification: Provided, That quarterly 

reports shall be submitted to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives on any funds that 
are recovered or deobligated. 

SEC. 515. Any funds appropriated to the 
Coast Guard ‘‘Acquisition, Construction, and 
Improvements’’ account for fiscal years 2002, 
2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 for the 110–123 foot 
patrol boat conversion that are recovered, 
collected, or otherwise received as the result 
of negotiation, mediation, or litigation, shall 
be available until expended for the Fast Re-
sponse Cutter program. 

SEC. 516. Within 45 days after the end of 
each month, the Chief Financial Officer of 
the Department of Homeland Security shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a monthly budget and staffing report 
for that month that includes total obliga-
tions, on-board versus funded full-time 
equivalent staffing levels, and the number of 
contract employees for each office of the De-
partment. 

SEC. 517. Section 532(a) of Public Law 109– 
295 (120 Stat. 1384) is amended by striking 
‘‘2009’’ and inserting ‘‘2010’’. 

SEC. 518. The functions of the Federal Law 
Enforcement Training Center instructor 
staff shall be classified as inherently govern-
mental for the purpose of the Federal Activi-
ties Inventory Reform Act of 1998 (31 U.S.C. 
501 note). 

SEC. 519. (a) None of the funds provided by 
this or any other Act may be obligated for 
the development, testing, deployment, or op-
eration of any portion of a human resources 
management system authorized by Section 
9701(a) of title 5, United States Code, or by 
regulations prescribed pursuant to such sec-
tion, for an employee, as that term is defined 
in section 7103(a)(2) of such title. 

(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall collaborate with employee representa-
tives in the manner prescribed in section 
9701(e) of title 5, United States Code, in the 
planning, testing, and development of any 
portion of a human resources management 
system that is developed, tested, or deployed 
for persons excluded from the definition of 
employee as that term is defined in section 
7103(a)(2) of such title. 

SEC. 520. For fiscal year 2010, none of the 
funds made available in this or any other 
Act may be used to enforce section 4025(1) of 
Public Law 108–458 unless the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor-
tation Security Administration) reverses the 
determination of July 19, 2007, that butane 
lighters are not a significant threat to civil 
aviation security. 

SEC. 521. Funds made available in this Act 
may be used to alter operations within the 
Civil Engineering Program of the Coast 
Guard nationwide, including civil engineer-
ing units, facilities design and construction 
centers, maintenance and logistics com-
mands, and the Coast Guard Academy, ex-
cept that none of the funds provided in this 
Act may be used to reduce operations within 
any Civil Engineering Unit unless specifi-
cally authorized by a statute enacted after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 522. (a) Except as provided in sub-
section (b), none of the funds appropriated in 
this or any other Act to the Office of the 
Secretary and Executive Management, the 
Office of the Under Secretary for Manage-
ment, or the Office of the Chief Financial Of-
ficer, may be obligated for a grant or con-
tract funded under such headings by any 
means other than full and open competition. 

(b) Subsection (a) does not apply to obliga-
tion of funds for a contract awarded— 

(1) by a means that is required by a Fed-
eral statute, including obligation for a pur-
chase made under a mandated preferential 
program, including the AbilityOne Program, 
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that is authorized under the Javits-Wagner- 
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46 et seq.); 

(2) pursuant to the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 631 et seq.); 

(3) in an amount less than the simplified 
acquisition threshold described under sec-
tion 302A(a) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 
252a(a)); or 

(4) by another Federal agency using funds 
provided through an interagency agreement. 

(c)(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security may waive the 
application of this section for the award of a 
contract in the interest of national security 
or if failure to do so would pose a substantial 
risk to human health or welfare. 

(2) Not later than 5 days after the date on 
which the Secretary of Homeland Security 
issues a waiver under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall submit notification of that 
waiver to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, including a description of the applica-
ble contract and an explanation of why the 
waiver authority was used. The Secretary 
may not delegate the authority to grant 
such a waiver. 

(d) In addition to the requirements estab-
lished by subsections (a), (b), and (c) of this 
section, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security shall review de-
partmental contracts awarded through 
means other than a full and open competi-
tion to assess departmental compliance with 
applicable laws and regulations: Provided, 
That the Inspector General shall review se-
lected contracts awarded in the previous fis-
cal year through other than full and open 
competition: Provided further, That in select-
ing which contracts to review, the Inspector 
General shall consider the cost and com-
plexity of the goods and services to be pro-
vided under the contract, the criticality of 
the contract to fulfilling Department mis-
sions, past performance problems on similar 
contracts or by the selected vendor, com-
plaints received about the award process or 
contractor performance, and such other fac-
tors as the Inspector General deems rel-
evant: Provided further, That the Inspector 
General shall report the results of the re-
views to the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. 

SEC. 523. None of the funds provided by this 
or previous appropriations Acts shall be used 
to fund any position designated as a Prin-
cipal Federal Official for any Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) declared dis-
asters or emergencies. 

SEC. 524. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by United States 
Citizenship and Immigration Services to 
grant an immigration benefit unless the re-
sults of background checks required by law 
to be completed prior to the granting of the 
benefit have been received by United States 
Citizenship and Immigration Services, and 
the results do not preclude the granting of 
the benefit. 

SEC. 525. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to destroy or put out 
to pasture any horse or other equine belong-
ing to the Federal Government that has be-
come unfit for service, unless the trainer or 
handler is first given the option to take pos-
session of the equine through an adoption 
program that has safeguards against slaugh-
ter and inhumane treatment. 

SEC. 526. None of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available to carry out section 
872 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 452). 

SEC. 527. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to conduct, or to imple-
ment the results of, a competition under Of-

fice of Management and Budget Circular A– 
76 for activities performed with respect to 
the Coast Guard National Vessel Documenta-
tion Center. 

SEC. 528. The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall require that all contracts of the 
Department of Homeland Security that pro-
vide award fees link such fees to successful 
acquisition outcomes (which outcomes shall 
be specified in terms of cost, schedule, and 
performance). 

SEC. 529. None of the funds made available 
to the Office of the Secretary and Executive 
Management under this Act may be ex-
pended for any new hires by the Department 
of Homeland Security that are not verified 
through the basic pilot program under sec-
tion 401 of the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 
U.S.C. 1324a note). 

SEC. 530. None of the funds made available 
in this Act for U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection may be used to prevent an individual 
not in the business of importing a prescrip-
tion drug (within the meaning of section 
801(g) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 381(g)) from importing a 
prescription drug from Canada that complies 
with the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.): Provided, That this 
section shall apply only to individuals trans-
porting on their person a personal-use quan-
tity of the prescription drug, not to exceed a 
90-day supply: Provided further, That the pre-
scription drug may not be— 

(1) a controlled substance, as defined in 
section 102 of the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 802); or 

(2) a biological product, as defined in sec-
tion 351 of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 262). 

SEC. 531. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security or any delegate of the 
Secretary to issue any rule or regulation 
which implements the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking related to Petitions for Aliens 
To Perform Temporary Nonagricultural 
Services or Labor (H–2B) set out beginning 
on 70 Fed. Reg. 3984 (January 27, 2005). 

SEC. 532. Section 831 of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 391) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Until 
September 30, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘Until 
September 30, 2010,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2009,’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2010,’’. 

SEC. 533. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for planning, test-
ing, piloting, or developing a national identi-
fication card. 

SEC. 534. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, except as provided in 
subsection (b), and 30 days after the date 
that the President determines whether to de-
clare a major disaster because of an event 
and any appeal is completed, the Adminis-
trator shall submit to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committees on Appropriations of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
and publish on the website of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, a report re-
garding that decision, which shall summa-
rize damage assessment information used to 
determine whether to declare a major dis-
aster. 

(b) The Administrator may redact from a 
report under subsection (a) any data that the 
Administrator determines would com-
promise national security. 

(c) In this section— 

(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’’ means the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency; and 

(2) the term ‘‘major disaster’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 102 of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122). 

SEC. 535. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in the fiscal year 2010 or a subse-
quent fiscal year, if the Secretary of Home-
land Security determine that the National 
Bio– and Agro–defense Facility should be lo-
cated at a site other than Plum Island, New 
York, the Secretary shall liquidate the Plum 
Island asset by directing the Administrator 
of General Services to sell, through public 
sale, all real and related personal property 
and transportation assets that support Plum 
Island operations, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary determines are 
necessary to protect government interests 
and meet program requirements: Provided, 
That the proceeds of such sale shall be depos-
ited as offsetting collections into the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Science and 
Technology ‘‘Research, Development, Acqui-
sition, and Operations’’ account and, subject 
to appropriation, shall be available until ex-
pended, for site acquisition, construction, 
and costs related to the construction of the 
National Bio– and Agro–defense Facility, in-
cluding the costs associated with the sale, 
including due diligence requirements, nec-
essary environmental remediation at Plum 
Island, and reimbursement of expenses in-
curred by the General Services Administra-
tion: Provided further, That after the comple-
tion of construction and environmental re-
mediation, the unexpended balances of funds 
appropriated for costs referred to in the pre-
ceding proviso shall be available for transfer 
to the appropriate account for design and 
construction of a consolidated Department 
of Homeland Security Headquarters project, 
excluding daily operations and maintenance 
costs, notwithstanding section 503 of this 
Act, and the Committees on Appropriations 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives shall be notified 15 days prior to such 
transfer. 

SEC. 536. Any official who is required by 
this Act to report or certify to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives may not delegate 
such authority to perform that act unless 
specifically authorized herein. 

SEC. 537. The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, in consultation with the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall notify the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives of any proposed 
transfers of funds available under subsection 
(g)(4)(B) of title 31, Unites States Code (as 
added by Public Law 102–393) from the De-
partment of the Treasury Forfeiture Fund to 
any agency within the Department of Home-
land Security: Provided, That none of the 
funds identified for such a transfer may be 
obligated until the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives approve the proposed trans-
fers. 

SEC. 538. If the Assistant Secretary of 
Homeland Security (Transportation Security 
Administration) determines that an airport 
does not need to participate in the basic 
pilot program under section 402 of the Illegal 
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Respon-
sibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a note), the 
Assistant Secretary shall certify to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives that no secu-
rity risks will result from such non-partici-
pation. 

SEC. 539. From the unobligated balances of 
prior year appropriations made available for 
‘‘Analysis and Operations’’, $2,203,000 is re-
scinded. 
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SEC. 540. The explanatory statement ref-

erenced in section 4 of Public Law 110–161 for 
‘‘National Predisaster Mitigation Fund’’ 
under Federal Emergency Management 
Agency is deemed to be amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Dalton Fire District’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘750,000’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘Franklin Regional Council 
of Governments, MA ......... 250,000

Town of Lanesborough, MA 175,000
University of Massachusetts, 

MA .................................... 175,000’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘Santee and’’; 
(3) by striking ‘‘3,000,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘1,500,000’’; 
(4) by inserting after the item relating to 

Adjutant General’s Office of Emergency Pre-
paredness the following: 

‘‘Town of Branchville, SC .... 1,500,000’’; 

and 
(5) by striking ‘‘Public Works Department 

of the City of Santa Cruz, CA’’ and inserting 
‘‘Monterey County Water Resources Agency, 
CA’’. 

SEC. 541. Section 203(m) of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5133(m)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2009’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2010’’. 

SEC. 542. From the unobligated balances of 
prior year appropriations made available for 
the ‘‘Infrastructure Protection and Informa-
tion Security’’ account, $5,963,000 is re-
scinded. 

SEC. 543. From unobligated amounts that 
are available to the Coast Guard for fiscal 
year 2008 or 2009 for acquisition, construc-
tion, and improvements for shoreside facili-
ties and aids to navigation at Coast Guard 
Sector Buffalo, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall use such sums as may be nec-
essary to make improvements to the land 
along the northern portion of Sector Buffalo 
to enhance public access to the Buffalo 
Lighthouse and the waterfront. 

SEC. 544. For fiscal year 2010 and herein-
after, the Secretary may provide to per-
sonnel appointed or assigned to serve abroad, 
allowances and benefits similar to those pro-
vided under chapter 9 of title I of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1990 (22 U.S.C. 4081 et seq.). 

SEC. 545. (a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAMS.— 
Section 143 of Division A of the Consolidated 
Security, Disaster Assistance, and Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2009 (Public Law 
110-329; 122 Stat. 3580 et seq.), as amended by 
section 101 of division J of the Omnibus Ap-
propriations Act, 2009 (Public Law 111–8), is 
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2009’’ 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2011’’. 

(b) PROTECTION OF SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN-
ISTRATION PROGRAMS.— 

(1) FUNDING UNDER AGREEMENT.—Effective 
for fiscal years beginning on or after October 
1, 2009, the Commissioner of Social Security 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall enter into and maintain an agreement 
which shall— 

(A) provide funds to the Commissioner for 
the full costs of the responsibilities of the 
Commissioner under section 404 of the Illegal 
Immigration Reform and Immigrant Respon-
sibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a note), in-
cluding— 

(i) acquiring, installing, and maintaining 
technological equipment and systems nec-
essary for the fulfillment of the responsibil-
ities of the Commissioner under such section 
404, but only that portion of such costs that 
are attributable exclusively to such respon-
sibilities; and 

(ii) responding to individuals who contest a 
tentative nonconfirmation provided by the 
basic pilot confirmation system established 
under such section; 

(B) subject to the availability of appropria-
tions for such purpose, provide such funds 
quarterly in advance of the applicable quar-
ter based on estimating methodology agreed 
to by the Commissioner and the Secretary 
(except in such instances where the delayed 
enactment of an annual appropriation may 
preclude such quarterly payments); and 

(C) require an annual accounting and rec-
onciliation of the actual costs incurred and 
the funds provided under the agreement, 
which shall be jointly reviewed by the Office 
of the Inspector General of the Social Secu-
rity Administration and the Office of Inspec-
tor General of the Department of Homeland 
Security. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF EMPLOYMENT 
VERIFICATION IN ABSENCE OF TIMELY AGREE-
MENT.—In any case in which the agreement 
required under paragraph (1) for any fiscal 
year beginning on or after October 1, 2009, 
has not been reached as of October 1 of such 
fiscal year, the most recent agreement be-
tween the Commissioner and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security providing for funding 
to cover the costs of the responsibilities of 
the Commissioner under section 404 of the Il-
legal Immigration Reform and Immigrant 
Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a 
note) shall be deemed in effect on an interim 
basis for such fiscal year until such time as 
an agreement required under paragraph (1) is 
subsequently reached, except that the terms 
of such interim agreement shall be modified 
by the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget to adjust for inflation and any 
increase or decrease in the volume of re-
quests under the basic pilot confirmation 
system. In any case in which an interim 
agreement applies for any fiscal year under 
this paragraph, the Commissioner and the 
Secretary shall, not later than October 1 of 
such fiscal year, notify the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committees on the Judiciary of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
of the failure to reach the agreement re-
quired under paragraph (1) for such fiscal 
year. Until such time as the agreement re-
quired under paragraph (1) has been reached 
for such fiscal year, the Commissioner and 
the Secretary shall, not later than the end of 
each 90-day period after October 1 of such fis-
cal year, notify such Committees of the sta-
tus of negotiations between the Commis-
sioner and the Secretary in order to reach 
such an agreement. 

(c) GAO STUDY OF BASIC PILOT CONFIRMA-
TION SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General shall conduct a 
study regarding erroneous tentative noncon-
firmations under the basic pilot confirma-
tion system established under section 404(a) 
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immi-
grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 
1324a note). 

(2) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—In the study 
required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall determine and ana-
lyze— 

(A) the causes of erroneous tentative non-
confirmations under the basic pilot con-
firmation system; 

(B) the processes by which such erroneous 
tentative nonconfirmations are remedied; 
and 

(C) the effect of such erroneous tentative 
nonconfirmations on individuals, employers, 
and Federal agencies. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit the results 
of the study required under paragraph (1) to 

the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, the Committees 
on the Judiciary of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, the Committee on Fi-
nance of the Senate, and the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. 

(d) GAO STUDY OF EFFECTS OF BASIC PILOT 
PROGRAM ON SMALL ENTITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives and the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a report 
containing the Comptroller General’s anal-
ysis of the effects of the basic pilot program 
described in section 404(a) of the Illegal Im-
migration Reform and Immigrant Responsi-
bility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1324a note) on 
small entities (as defined in section 601 of 
title 5, United States Code). The report shall 
detail— 

(A) the costs of compliance with such pro-
gram on small entities; 

(B) a description and an estimate of the 
number of small entities enrolled and par-
ticipating in such program or an explanation 
of why no such estimate is available; 

(C) the projected reporting, recordkeeping, 
and other compliance requirements of such 
program on small entities; 

(D) factors that impact small entities’ en-
rollment and participation in such program, 
including access to appropriate technology, 
geography, entity size, and class of entity; 
and 

(E) the steps, if any, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security has taken to minimize 
the economic impact of participating in such 
program on small entities. 

(2) DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS.—The re-
port shall cover, and treat separately, direct 
effects (such as wages, time, and fees spent 
on compliance) and indirect effects (such as 
the effect on cash flow, sales, and competi-
tiveness). 

(3) SPECIFIC CONTENTS.—The report shall 
provide specific and separate details with re-
spect to— 

(A) small businesses (as defined in section 
601 of title 5, United States Code) with fewer 
than 50 employees; and 

(B) small entities operating in States that 
have mandated use of the basic pilot pro-
gram. 

SEC. 546. (a) IN GENERAL.—Strike subpara-
graphs (A) through (C) that appear within 
section 426(b) of division J of the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act, 2005 (Public Law 
108–447) and insert the following: 

‘‘ ‘(A) SECRETARAY OF STATE.—One-third of 
the amounts deposited into the Fraud Pre-
vention and Detection Account shall remain 
available to the Secretary of State until ex-
pended for programs and activities— 

‘‘ ‘(i) to increase the number of consular 
and diplomatic security personnel assigned 
primarily to the function of preventing and 
detecting fraud by applicants for visas de-
scribed in subparagraph (H)(i), (H)(ii), or (L) 
of section 101(a)(15); 

‘‘ ‘(ii) otherwise to prevent and detect visa 
fraud, including fraud by applicants for visas 
described in subparagraph (H)(i), (H)(ii), or 
(L) of section 101(a)(15), as well as the pur-
chase, lease, construction, and staffing of fa-
cilities for the processing of these classes of 
visa, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security as appropriate; and 

‘‘ ‘(iii) upon request by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, to assist such Secretary 
in carrying out the fraud prevention and de-
tection programs and activities described in 
subparagraph (B). 

‘‘ ‘(B) SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
One-third of the amounts deposited into the 
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Fraud Prevention and Detection Account 
shall remain available to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security until expended for pro-
grams and activities to prevent and detect 
immigration benefit fraud, including fraud 
with respect to petitions filed under para-
graph (1) or (2)(A) of section 214(c) to grant 
an alien nonimmigrant status described in 
subparagraph (H) or (L) of section 101(a)(15). 

‘‘ ‘(C) SECRETARY OF LABOR.—One-third of 
the amounts deposited into the Fraud Pre-
vention and Detection Account shall remain 
available to the Secretary of Labor until ex-
pended for wage and hour enforcement pro-
grams and activities otherwise authorized to 
be conducted by the Secretary of Labor that 
focus on industries likely to employ non-
immigrants, including enforcement pro-
grams and activities described in section 
212(n) and enforcement programs and activi-
ties related to section 214(c)(14)(A)(i).’ ’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

CLARIFICATION OF FEE AUTHORITY 
SEC. 547. (a) IN GENERAL.—In addition to 

collection of registration fees described in 
section 244(c)(1)(B) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1254a(c)(1)(B)), fees 
for fingerprinting services, biometric serv-
ices, and other necessary services may be 
collected when administering the program 
described in section 244 of such Act. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Subsection (a) shall be 
construed to apply for fiscal year 1998 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

SEC. 548. Section 550(b) of the Department 
of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 
2007 (Public Law 109–295; 6 U.S.C. 121 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘three years after the 
date of enactment of this Act’’ and inserting 
‘‘October 4, 2010’’. 

SEC. 549. For Fiscal Year 2010 and there-
after, the Secretary of Homeland Security 
may collect fees from any non-Federal par-
ticipant in a conference, seminar, exhibition, 
symposium, or similar meeting conducted by 
the Department of Homeland Security in ad-
vance of the conference, either directly or by 
entering into a contract, and those fees shall 
be credited to the appropriation or account 
from which the costs of the conference, sem-
inar, exhibition, symposium, or similar 
meeting are paid and shall be available to 
pay the costs of the Department of Home-
land Security with respect to the conference 
or to reimburse the Department for costs in-
curred with respect to the conference. In the 
event the total amount of fees collected with 
respect to a conference exceeds the actual 
costs of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity with respect to the conference, the 
amount of such excess shall be deposited into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 550. From unobligated balances for fis-
cal year 2009 made available for the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency ‘‘Trucking 
Industry Security Grants’’ account, $5,572,000 
is rescinded. 

SEC. 551. None of the funds made avilable 
in this Act may be obligated for full–scale 
procurement of Advanced Spectroscopic Por-
tal monitors until the Secretary of Home-
land Security submits to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report certifying that a 
significant increase in operational effective-
ness will be achieved: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall submit separate and distinct 
certifications prior to the procurement of 
Advaced Spectroscopic Portal monitors for 
primary and secondary deployment that ad-
dress the unique requirements for oper-
ational effectiveness of each type of deploy-
ment: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall consult with the National Academy of 
Sciences before making such certifications: 

Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided in this Act may be obligated for high- 
risk concurrent development and production 
of mutually dependent software and hard-
ware. 

SEC. 552. (a) As part of a plan regarding the 
proposed disposition of any individual who is 
detained, as of April 30, 2009, at Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall conduct a threat 
assessment for each such individual who is 
proposed to be transferred to the continental 
United States, Alaska, Hawaii, the District 
of Columbia, or the United States Territories 
that— 

(1) determines the risk that the individual 
might instigate an act of terrorism within 
the continental United States, Alaska, Ha-
waii, the District of Columbia, or the United 
States Territories if the individual were so 
transferred; and 

(2) determines the risk that the individual 
might advocate, coerce, or incite violent ex-
tremism, ideologically motivated criminal 
activity, or acts of terrorism, among inmate 
populations at incarceration facilities within 
the continental United States, Alaska, Ha-
waii, the District of Columbia, or the United 
States Territories if the individual were 
transferred to such a facility. 

(b) Section 44903(j)(2)(C) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new clause: 

‘‘(v) INCLUSION OF DETAINEES ON NO FLY 
LIST.—The Assistant Secretary, in coordina-
tion with the Terrorist Screening Center, 
shall include on the No Fly List any indi-
vidual who was a detainee held at the Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, unless the 
President certifies in writing to Congress 
that the detainee poses no threat to the 
United States, its citizens, or its allies. For 
purposes of this clause, the term ‘detainee’ 
means an individual in the custody or under 
the physical control of the United States as 
a result of armed conflict.’’. 

(c) None of the funds made available in this 
Act may be used to provide any immigration 
benefit (including a visa, admission into the 
United States, parole into the United States, 
or classification as a refugee or applicant for 
asylum) to any individual who is detained, as 
of April 20, 2009, at Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba. 

(d) Nothing in subsections (b) and (c) shall 
be construed to prohibit a detainee held at 
Guantanamo Bay from being brought to the 
United States for prosecution. 

b 1800 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF IOWA 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I 

have an amendment at the desk made 
in order by the rule. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
KING of Iowa: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to employ 
workers described in section 274A(h)(3) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1324a(h)(3)). 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I yield myself 2 
minutes. 

My amendment prohibits the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security funds in 
this bill from being used to hire illegal 
immigrants. The Immigration and Na-
tionality Act is very clear. Section 
274(a) makes it a crime to knowingly 
hire or employ an illegal immigrant. 
There are no exceptions. 

Despite the law, over 8 million illegal 
immigrants currently have jobs in the 
United States, and some of those are 
no doubt employed by and with DHS 
funds under Federal contracts. 

Unemployment today is at over 15 
percent for lower-skilled American 
workers. Congress should do anything 
possible to end the hiring of illegal im-
migrants and save those jobs for Amer-
ican workers, Madam Chair. 

A 2006 audit report by the Office of 
Inspector General indicates that the 
U.S. Government was the Nation’s 
most egregious employer of illegal 
aliens. Seventeen of the top 100 offend-
ing employers were Federal, State, or 
local government entities. This report 
also found that, of the sample, 44 per-
cent of the government workers were 
unauthorized workers, and 3 percent of 
government workers had no immigra-
tion status whatsoever. 

These numbers are alarming. The IG 
report raises a national security issue. 
The report states, ‘‘Noncitizens who 
work without DHS authorization could 
affect homeland security because they 
may obtain employment in sensitive 
areas.’’ 

The report goes on to say that the 
People’s Republic of China ranked 
fourth and Iran ranked sixth among 
the top 10 countries of birth for em-
ployees that were audited in this re-
port. 

With the unemployment rate at 9.4 
percent, we have got to stop the hiring 
of illegals, and the Federal Govern-
ment has to lead the charge. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I ask 

unanimous consent to claim the time 
in opposition. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I would 

reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I’d 

yield such time as he may consume to 
the ranking member, the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding and I thank 
him for this amendment, and I support 
it fully. The administration’s new pol-
icy on worksite enforcement, from my 
point of view, amounts to de facto am-
nesty. 

The raid that was made in Seattle 
after this administration took office, 
where the 24 or so illegal aliens who 
got their job by false papers were 
seized and arrested and then turned 
loose and, on top of that, given a work 
permit, that’s the new policy of this 
administration. So that an illegal alien 
knows that if he or she is working in a 
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place that’s raided, they can get a per-
mit to go back to work, which makes 
them legal. 

So, as far as I’m concerned, the new 
policy of the administration is de facto 
amnesty, and the gentleman’s amend-
ment reaches a part of that issue, and 
I salute him for it. But I hope and trust 
that the administration will come to 
their senses and give us a rational im-
migration policy that requires work-
site enforcement at a time when Amer-
ican citizens of the country are out of 
work, that will enforce the illegal alien 
laws on the books. 

And I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, and thanking the ranking mem-
ber from Kentucky, I would just add 
that we as employers on this Hill are 
now required to use E-Verify with our 
employees. This isn’t too high a stand-
ard to ask of the balance of the Federal 
Government, particularly within this 
appropriation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield such time as she may 
consume to the chairwoman of the Im-
migration Subcommittee of the Judici-
ary Committee, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN). 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Thank you, Mr. PRICE. 

In looking at this amendment, I 
think it’s important for Members to 
know that they can either vote for it 
or against it. It doesn’t really matter 
because it’s a restatement of existing 
law. 

I would direct the attention of Mem-
bers to section 274A(h)(3) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S. 
Code 1324a(h)(3), which says, and I read 
it, in part, authorized alien means with 
respect to the employment of an alien 
at a particular time the alien is not at 
that time either lawfully admitted for 
permanent residence or authorized to 
be so employed by this act or by the 
Attorney General. 

As I say, this provision is not nec-
essary. Current law also requires all 
employers to verify the employment 
authorization of employees here in the 
Federal Government, and there already 
are criminal and civil penalties for hir-
ing unauthorized immigrants. Again, 
that is current law. 

Current law also permits employers 
to electronically verify the employ-
ment eligibility of employees pursuant 
to section 401 and 402 of Public Law 
104–208, the Illegal Immigration Reform 
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 
1996. That is the E-Verify program that 
Members are aware of. 

Current law requires the legislative 
and executive branches of the Federal 
Government to use E-Verify to verify 
the employment eligibility of their em-
ployees pursuant to section 402(e)(1) of 
Public Law 104–208; again, the Illegal 
Immigration Reform and Immigration 
Responsibility Act of 1996. 

So, I provide this information to 
Members not as an advocate for or 

against the amendment, simply to note 
that this is a restatement of existing 
law. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank our colleague for those clari-
fying remarks and yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, 
may I inquire as to how much time re-
mains? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 90 
seconds remaining. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, 
Madam Chair. I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

I would just reiterate that the Fed-
eral Government is among the most 
egregious violators of hiring illegal 
workers, and that’s been brought out in 
this IG report that I spoke to in my 
opening remarks. 

Seventeen of the top 100 violating en-
tities were government entities, with 
44 percent of the government workers 
that were part of this study were unau-
thorized. It didn’t mean they were all 
illegal; it meant they were not verified. 

And so I recall back in 1986 when the 
amnesty bill was passed, the last big 
amnesty bill was passed, I remember 
the fear that the INS would come into 
my office, and I made sure that I dot-
ted all the I’s, crossed all the T’s, 
verified the identification, and kept 
the I–9 file on record. And they’re still 
on record someplace in my archives. I 
think that is the kind of due diligence 
that the Federal Government—all gov-
ernment ought to support. 

This is an amendment that one 
might argue that it doesn’t directly 
change policy. I would agree with the 
gentlelady, the Chair of the Immigra-
tion Subcommittee, on that, but it re-
inforces and it reiterates a policy. 
There are no exceptions to violation of 
that section of the code. 

This is an amendment also that 
passed on this particular appropria-
tions bill in 2007. It’s something that 
has had broad support across this coun-
try, and it really should not be con-
troversial. It should be something that 
we should all join together with, and 
hopefully we will be able to move along 
and get to the point where the right, 
left, and middle hand knows what the 
others are doing. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 

b 1815 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. 
NEUGEBAUER 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk 
made in order by the rule. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) add the following new section: 

SEC. ll. The amounts otherwise provided 
in this Act for the following accounts are 
hereby reduced by the following amounts: 

(1) ‘‘Office of the Under Secretary for Man-
agement’’, $200,000,000. 

(2) ‘‘Office of Inspector General’’, $5,000,000. 
(3) ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-

tionlSalaries and Expenses’’, $160,000,000. 
(4) ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-

tionlBorder Security Fencing, Infrastruc-
ture, and Technology’’, $100,000,000. 

(5) ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tionlFacilities Management’’, $420,000,000. 

(6) ‘‘U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcementlAutomation Modernization’’, 
$20,000,000. 

(7) ‘‘Transportation Security Administra-
tionlAviation Security’’, $1,000,000,000. 

(8) ‘‘Coast GuardlAcquisition, Construc-
tion, and Improvements’’, $98,000,000. 

(9) ‘‘Federal Emergency Management 
AgencylState and Local Programs’’, 
$300,000,000. 

(10) ‘‘Federal Emergency Management 
AgencylFirefighter Assistance Grants’’, 
$210,000,000. 

(11) and ‘‘Federal Emergency Management 
AgencylEmergency Food and Shelter’’, 
$100,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. NEUGEBAUER) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I yield myself 3 minutes. 

These are unprecedented times in our 
country. We have people that are out of 
work. We have people that are losing 
their homes. Businesses are closing. 
And a lot of people wonder, how did 
that happen? When some people look 
for the cause of that, they say that un-
bridled spending and borrowing by indi-
viduals, by companies and even by gov-
ernment brought us to this point in our 
country where our economy is in a 
deep slump. Many of those families are 
having to make a lot of changes in 
their lives, making sacrifices. 

Unfortunately, the Federal Govern-
ment is not doing the same thing. At a 
time when across this country Amer-
ican families are tightening their belts, 
stopping the unlimited spending and 
borrowing, the Federal Government 
continues to do just that. In fact, 
Madam Chairman, this year we’re on 
track to have a $2 trillion deficit. Now 
just for those folks that don’t know 
what $1 trillion is, if you had to count 
to 1 trillion, it would take you 17,000 
years. So if you are going to count to 
2 trillion, it is going to take you 34,000 
years. 

So what does my amendment do? 
What this does is it just says, this 
stimulus money that we put into 
Homeland Security, some $2.7 billion 
on top of the $43 billion that we had al-
ready approved for FY09 and we’re now 
talking about approving $43 billion for 
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2010, basically it says, you know what, 
we’re going to have to tighten our 
belts. So it takes that stimulus money 
out. 

Now you say, Well, why would you do 
that? Well, what we’ve already heard 
from a number of people, including ad-
ministration officials, is, Hey, we may 
not be spending this correctly. We may 
not have gotten it right. Well, let me 
tell you, when people back home are 
having to tighten their belts and when 
they are looking at some of the largest 
deficits in the history of this country, 
they want Congress to get this right. 
What this does, it preserves the many 
programs that are already important 
and that many people have spoken on 
behalf of; but it doesn’t let them con-
tinue to spend this $2.7 billion that, 
quite honestly, we didn’t have to begin 
with. It’s one thing to spend additional 
money when you have it; but when you 
don’t have it, it’s another issue. 

The people back home are faced with 
that very same issue. I got a letter 
from one of my constituents in Abi-
lene, Texas, the other day. It said, Con-
gressman, you know what, we got 
caught up in the credit card and bor-
rowing; and it said, We’ve stopped that. 
We’ve quit charging a lot of things we 
used to charge. We have not taken the 
vacations we were taking. We’ve 
dropped a lot of items. We were doing 
it, and now we’re saving. 

The question she asked, Congress-
man, why isn’t the Federal Govern-
ment doing the same thing? Do they 
not understand that we cannot con-
tinue to run these deficits at these lev-
els, continue to spend money that we 
do not have? Madam Chairman, we 
have to stop this. We cannot leave a 
legacy for future generations where 
they have no future. It is projected in 
just a few years that we will be paying 
interest to the tune of $1 billion a 
day—$1 billion a day in interest. And 
that interest doesn’t do anything for 
our country. It pays back countries 
like China and Japan for the money 
that they have provided to support our 
borrowing and spending habit. It’s time 
that we stop that. This is a common-
sense approach. It keeps the funding at 
a constant level, but it takes away this 
$2.7 billion that we didn’t have in the 
first place. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, it’s clear what the gentle-
man’s amendment does. It reduces 
funding levels in various accounts in 
this bill by the amounts appropriated 
in the Recovery Act. Just as a few ex-
amples, he cuts $200 million from the 
Under Secretary for Management be-
cause there was $200 million in the Re-
covery Act for the new DHS head-
quarters at St. Elizabeth’s. But there’s 
no money in this bill for the new DHS 
headquarters. He’s just cutting man-

agement and oversight for the Depart-
ment by more than 75 percent. 

He cuts $5 million from the Inspector 
General because there was $5 million 
specifically included to help monitor 
Recovery Act expenditures. But there’s 
no money in this bill specifically for 
Recovery Act oversight. It simply 
comes out of the Inspector General’s 
Office and the critical work that he 
does. 

He cuts $420 million from the CBP 
budget for facilities management be-
cause there was $420 million included 
in the Recovery Act to replace and ren-
ovate land ports of entry into the U.S.. 
But there’s no money in this bill for 
such construction. So it’s really just 
an indiscriminate and enormous cut to 
the general upkeep of Border Patrol 
and Customs facilities. 

The gentleman cuts $210 million from 
the Firefighter Assistance Grants pro-
gram because there was $210 million in-
cluded in the Recovery Act for fire sta-
tion construction. But there’s not a 
penny in this bill for fire station con-
struction. This amendment would re-
duce grant funding for firefighter 
equipment by over 50 percent, at a time 
when local firefighter budgets are al-
ready on the chopping block. 

The effect of this amendment is very 
different from the effect of simply re-
scinding Recovery Act funds. Rather 
than erasing the effect of stimulus 
moneys provided through this title in 
the current year, it guts the ability of 
the agency to function in the coming 
year. It would nearly eliminate the 
budgets for hiring personnel, managing 
equipment purchases, departmental se-
curity, and DHS facilities. If this 
amendment passes, the Kansas City 
Royals—not exactly the biggest spend-
ing team in baseball—would spend 
more on player payroll than the third- 
largest department in the Federal Gov-
ernment would have to manage its af-
fairs. CBP couldn’t pay rent for their 
existing facilities. Modernization of 
airport screening for explosives and ad-
vancements permitting passengers to 
safely carry larger containers of liquids 
onto planes would grind to a halt. I 
think that’s probably enough to illus-
trate just how destructive this amend-
ment would be and how indiscriminate 
it would be. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
devastating amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. The chairman 

brings up the point that we are gutting 
this bill. In fact, we are not gutting 
this bill. We’re just trying to give the 
American taxpayers some of their 
money back, $2.7 billion. And unfortu-
nately it was $2.7 billion that we didn’t 
have. If he has some other areas that 
would be better served by cutting those 
programs, I would love to have that 
discussion with him. But the bottom 
line is, I was on an airplane coming 
back to Washington. I had two people 
come up and say, Congressman, y’all 
have got to stop this spending. We 
can’t afford it. 

And you know who even gets that 
more than anybody? I have a 10-year- 
old grandson Nathan, and I gave Na-
than a gift card not too long ago. He 
and I went to the store, and he went 
around the store and gathered up a lot 
of things that he thought would be 
something that he would like to have. 
And when he got to the counter, he re-
alized that had he more items in his 
basket than he had money on his gift 
card. So he didn’t turn to his grand-
daddy and say, Granddaddy, can you 
spot me a little extra? He took those 
items that he couldn’t afford back to 
the shelf where they belonged. That’s 
what the American people want us to 
do. They want us to do what my 10- 
year-old grandson Nathan did, and that 
is to understand that we have a finite 
amount of money. We cannot break 
this country. And if we keep spending 
like this, we are going to break this 
country. 

When we passed this $782 billion 
stimulus package, we then came back 
and we started bailing out automobile 
companies. We had an omnibus bill, 
$400 billion. We passed a $3.7 trillion 
budget. People in America, Madam 
Chairman, are saying, What in the 
world are y’all doing? The young fam-
ily back in Abilene, Texas—they get it. 
Nathan Neugebauer, my 10-year-old 
grandson, he gets it. I’m wondering 
when the United States Congress is 
going to get it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas will be postponed. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency—National 
Predisaster Mitigation Fund’’ shall be avail-
able for a grant to the City of Emeryville, 
California. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, this 
amendment would remove $600,000 from 
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the city of Emeryville, California, and 
return the money to FEMA’s Pre-Dis-
aster Mitigation account. The Pre-Dis-
aster Mitigation account used to be 
awarded solely on the basis of merit. 
When we established the Department of 
Homeland Security, we were told time 
and time again, Don’t worry. We’re not 
going to earmark any funding in this 
legislation, or this bill will not be ear-
marked. We were told that for a couple 
of years. Now guess what—it was ear-
marked a couple of years ago. Now 
more, now more, now even more. Now 
there are well over 100 earmarks in the 
bill. 

Of course the State of California is 
no stranger to floods. In fact, according 
to FEMA, since the year 2000, parts of 
California have been declared a major 
disaster due to flooding five times. But 
there are many other areas of the 
country that also suffer from flooding. 
Louisiana, we all know, is a State that 
often gets pounded with hurricanes and 
has also had five major disaster dec-
larations due to flooding in the past 10 
years alone. Yet Louisiana doesn’t re-
ceive a single earmark in this year’s 
Pre-Disaster Mitigation fund. How can 
this be? The answer is easy. When you 
abide by a process that rewards some 
Members over others, you wind up with 
a spoils system. And I would submit 
that’s what we have with the Pre-Dis-
aster Mitigation fund is a classic spoils 
system. Unless we can determine that 
mother nature somehow finds those 
districts represented by appropriators 
and sends more floods, more earth-
quakes, more natural disasters some-
how to those districts or to the dis-
tricts of powerful people on powerful 
committees, then we have a spoils sys-
tem. That is an example here. 

When we look at this year’s Pre-Dis-
aster Mitigation earmarks, we see of 
the $150 million appropriated for the 
grant program, altogether in this 
year’s bill, more than $24 million is 
earmarked. There are a total of 58 pre- 
disaster earmarks. Nearly 30 percent of 
them go to members of the Appropria-
tions Committee. When you consider 
the dollar value of these 58 earmarks, 
the picture becomes even bleaker. 
Nearly 40 percent of the funds ear-
marked for Pre-Disaster Mitigation are 
going to districts represented by mem-
bers on the Appropriations Committee. 

Again, unless Mother Nature knows 
which districts are represented by ap-
propriators, we’ve got a problem here. 
Appropriators make up just 13 percent 
of this legislative body. So 13 percent 
of the House will take home 40 percent 
of Pre-Disaster Mitigation spoils. 
Homeland Security earmarks, as a 
whole, favor Members who serve in a 
position of power, either as an appro-
priator, in leadership, as a chairman or 
a ranking minority member of the 
committee. If that’s not a spoils sys-
tem, I don’t know what is. We ought to 
let this Pre-Disaster Mitigation pro-
gram work as it should. 

A while ago the Department of 
Homeland Security asked if this ac-

count could be distributed with a risk- 
based formula, but the committee said 
no. They wanted to keep the same com-
petitive grant formula, a competitive 
grant formula that really isn’t com-
petitive at all because a quarter of it is 
already earmarked; and within a few 
years, it will probably all be ear-
marked. And guess what—it will large-
ly go to the districts represented by ap-
propriators or those in powerful com-
mittee positions. 

I urge the adoption of the amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, if this amendment were to 
be adopted, the locality that is tar-
geted, namely, the city of Emeryville, 
would not receive funding, nor would 
the locality even be able to compete 
for a Pre-Disaster Mitigation grant 
through FEMA because the amendment 
would strike any Pre-Disaster Mitiga-
tion funding for that locality for the 
fiscal year 2010. 

Now, Madam Chairwoman, FEMA has 
reviewed every mitigation project in 
this bill. Each project was deemed eli-
gible based on the requirements in the 
Stafford Act and will be used to protect 
lives and reduce property damages in 
some of the most hazard-prone areas of 
the country. There should be no ques-
tion that this request underwent rig-
orous scrutiny and meets the test of 
being aligned with and supporting the 
missions of DHS. 

b 1830 
So I urge colleagues to defeat this 

amendment. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I would 

yield, yes. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I want to 

join the gentleman in saying that we 
have scrubbed these congressionally di-
rected spending in this bill unlike any-
thing before. They are clean, and they 
are needed in the areas where they 
have been congressionally directed. So 
I join the gentleman in opposing this 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman. 

Madam Chairman, I am happy now to 
yield to our colleague from California 
(Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE of California. Let me thank 
both gentlemen for their support and 
for understanding the necessity really 
for this congressionally directed spend-
ing, Federal funding, better known as 
an earmark to some. 

Let me just say that I do rise in op-
position to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona and in 
support of the request for funding that 
was made by the city of Emeryville in 
my district for funding through 
FEMA’s Predisaster Mitigation Pro-
gram. 

Let me just start by saying that I re-
spect the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). We have worked together in 
the past on many issues related to lift-
ing the embargo on Cuba and normal-
izing relations with that country and 
on many, many issues. But I believe he 
is wrong about the funding I requested 
in the Homeland Security Appropria-
tions for the city of Emeryville’s Com-
munity Emergency Safety Facilities 
Project. 

The city of Emeryville is in my dis-
trict. It has a dense population of near-
ly 10,000 residents and a 1.2 square-mile 
region. Although much smaller in size 
than the neighboring city of San Fran-
cisco, this small city has become a 
leader in interagency cooperation and 
for the new economy innovation. On 
behalf of the city of Emeryville—now, 
this was the only request that I made— 
I requested $600,000 to help finance the 
seismic retrofitting of the city’s prin-
cipal, and this is the only, emergency 
community gathering and housing fa-
cility in the event of a natural dis-
aster. It’s the Emery Unified High 
School gymnasium. The city has re-
quested these funds to finance 15 per-
cent of the initial cost for phase one of 
the project for ‘‘seismic planning and 
development,’’ which in total would 
cost about $4 million. The balance of 
the funding will come from redevelop-
ment funds directly from the city of 
Emeryville and also an anticipated 
local bond between $40 million and $75 
million that will also direct some funds 
to the project. 

The remainder of the necessary cap-
ital, which is expected to finish this 
project, will come from State, local, 
and Federal sources, including school 
facilities funding, competitive State 
bond programs, and Federal develop-
ment or infrastructure grants. 

Several years ago an evaluation of 
the Emery Secondary School gym-
nasium was conducted based on 
FEMA’s criteria for structurally sound 
facilities and came to the following 
conclusion: without seismic strength-
ening of the buildings, they could expe-
rience high levels of localized struc-
tural and nonstructural damage in a 
moderate or large earthquake suffi-
cient to pose unacceptable high levels 
of risk to the life safety of the build-
ings’ occupants. 

The Hayward Fault, which runs 
through Emeryville and the two neigh-
boring cities of Berkeley and Oakland, 
is considered one of the most dan-
gerous earthquake faults in the world. 
Scientists agree that the Hayward 
Fault could soon experience a large 
earthquake with an impact on many 
densely populated cities throughout 
the bay area. The Hayward Fault has 
ruptured about every 140 years for its 
previous five large earthquakes, and 
this past October marked the 140th an-
niversary of the 1868 earthquake, which 
was approximated to be a magnitude of 
about 7. 

The recent earthquake disasters 
around the world highlight the need for 
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the highest level of structural safety in 
our schools and emergency facilities. 

This is the only request and I’m just 
asking that we support this, Madam 
Chairman. I would certainly support 
any disaster mitigation efforts for Mr. 
FLAKE’s district should a disaster hit 
his district. I would also support fund-
ing to alleviate that. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, let me 
just say again here’s a chart. This is 
FEMA predisaster earmarks secured by 
appropriators, leadership, committee 
Chairs, and ranking members. If we 
look here at fiscal year 2009 and 2010, 
again 49 and 51 percent respectively, 
the money is going to powerful appro-
priators or committee Chairs or rank-
ing minority members that represent 
just 25 percent of the body. 

Again, I will yield anybody time who 
can stand and say with a straight face 
that Mother Nature targets districts 
represented by appropriators or com-
mittee Chairs or ranking minority 
members. I don’t think that’s the way 
it is. 

I have great respect for the gentle-
woman from California. We have 
worked together on a number of issues. 
And this is not just an issue that any-
body has with this particular earmark, 
but it is with many in this piece of leg-
islation. We need to ensure that FEMA 
looks and does this on a risk-based way 
where they look at risk and award ac-
cordingly. When Members of Congress 
do an earmark, it simply becomes a 
spoils system; and, unfortunately, I 
think that’s what we are seeing here. 

So I would urge support for the 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, par-

liamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state 

his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, 

could we ask the Clerk to please read 
the text of the amendment so we can 
be sure which amendment is before the 
House. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Part C amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. 

FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency—National 
Predisaster Mitigation Fund’’ shall be avail-
able for a grant to the Harris County Flood 
Control District, Texas. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, this 
amendment would remove an earmark 
of $1 million for the Harris County 
Flood Control District and would re-
turn money to FEMA’s Predisaster 
Mitigation Fund. This is a similar 
amendment to the one that I just of-
fered. These are earmarks to the 
Predisaster Mitigation Fund, as I men-
tioned before. 

It used to be that when organizations 
at the local level wanted to apply for 
this funding, they submitted a proposal 
to FEMA. FEMA has a 70-page guid-
ance document for people applying for 
these grants. Unfortunately, when peo-
ple apply now, 25 percent of the money 
that was in this grant program is gone 
because it’s earmarked. It’s been taken 
away, taken off the top. Where it really 
wasn’t before. And as I mentioned be-
fore, when you have one-quarter of this 
funding taken, we find that 40 percent 
of the value goes to just 25 percent of 
the Members or actually 40 percent of 
the value goes to just 13 percent of the 
Members in this body, those districts 
represented by appropriators. 

And, again, I will gladly yield time to 
anybody who can stand and say that 
Mother Nature targets districts by ap-
propriators or other powerful Members 
more than Mother Nature does other 
districts. It simply doesn’t happen. 

But, again, FEMA has asked if they 
could establish a more risk-based pro-
gram where they could evaluate risk 
and allocate funding accordingly. 
That’s how it should be done. But we in 
Congress have said no, because why? 
We like the system how it is because 
it’s easy to earmark and it makes it 
more likely that Members, particularly 
of the Appropriations Committee, can 
get earmarks for their district. And 
that’s what we have here. 

In this particular case, this flood 
control district, before we started ear-
marking this account, applied for a 
grant under the Predisaster Mitigation 
Program and got a grant. So competi-
tively they established that they had 
need for it. That’s how it should be. 
But then the next year I don’t know if 
it was going to get the grant or just 
didn’t want to apply, but money was 
earmarked and then the next year ear-
marked again. Now this year there’s 
another earmark for that same flood 
control district. 

I think it’s time to let FEMA decide 
under a risk-based formula where this 
funding should go. We all know the 
process here. It’s why we have a com-
mission to close military bases because 

we simply can’t discipline ourselves as 
Members to say that base in my dis-
trict may need to be closed, and then 
we move to protect other people’s bases 
if they’ll protect ours. The process of 
logrolling takes effect. That’s why it’s 
best to establish criteria and let the 
agency do the work. If we don’t like 
how they do it, we exercise oversight 
and force them to change the program 
and to do it equitably. But to do it this 
way just means that a spoils system 
occurs, and that’s what we have here. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I rise to claim the time in opposition 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
the gentleman from Arizona’s amend-
ment purports to be fiscally conserv-
ative. 

I have, as a Member of Congress over 
the years, established one of the best 
fiscal conservative ratings in Congress. 
I voted against $2.6 trillion of spending 
under President Bush, $1.3 trillion so 
far under this President. I’ve consist-
ently been ranked as one of the most 
fiscally conservative Members of Con-
gress. And we, each of us, are elected 
by our districts to use our good judg-
ment, to use discretion and, in my 
case, fiscally conservative standards in 
those spending requests that we push 
forward, those that we set aside. I’ve 
worked aggressively with my ranking 
member and members of this com-
mittee to try to save money in this bill 
and others. 

But the city of Houston, Harris Coun-
ty, has suffered in just the most recent 
hurricane, Hurricane Ike, which just 
hit the gulf coast. It hit Houston the 
hardest, $2.1 billion worth of damage to 
southeast Texas that the Federal Gov-
ernment has reimbursed. The city of 
Houston alone, Harris County, home 
damage: $8.5 billion worth of damage to 
homes in Harris County. 

Now, I asked for very little as a 
Member of Congress to try to help the 
people of Houston. One area where we 
need help is in flood control. One area 
where we clearly need help is in miti-
gation to prevent additional damage. 

In fact, because of the work I’ve done 
as a member of the Appropriations 
Committee and in the very few areas I 
asked for help on are national security, 
border security, medical and scientific 
research, and in flood control. And in 
flood control, the homes along Braes 
Bayou, for example, didn’t flood. The 
Texas Medical Center, Mr. FLAKE, did 
not flood as a result of this hurricane 
because of work that I was able to do 
with the help of my colleagues on the 
Appropriations Committee, the Harris 
County delegation working together. 

Mr. FLAKE’s amendment would strike 
all Federal funding for all of Harris 
County flood control. His amendment 
not only would save no money. To all 
my fellow fiscal conservatives out 
there watching, that would be one 
thing. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:10 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00062 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JN7.132 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7211 June 24, 2009 
Your amendment saves no money, 

and you would eliminate all Federal 
flood control money for all Harris 
County, which just got hammered by 
the biggest hurricane to hit southeast 
Texas in my lifetime. 

b 1845 

Now let me yield briefly to my rank-
ing member, Mr. ROGERS, and I would 
be proud to yield to my chairman, Mr. 
PRICE. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I join the 
gentleman in opposing the amendment. 

I think the gentleman would be dere-
lict in his duties to the Congress and to 
the people of his district and the coun-
try if he didn’t make these efforts to 
help the people that he represents. 
That is not a unique thing to try to 
help the people that you represent in 
the U.S. Congress. And I salute the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In a fiscally con-
servative way I may add. And I’m 
proud to yield to my chairman, Mr. 
PRICE, from North Carolina. 

Thank you, Mr. ROGERS. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I com-

mend the gentleman for looking out for 
his people, looking out for his home 
area and crafting an amendment that 
is responsive to some very real perils. 
And I will just say, once again, these 
proposals have been vetted by FEMA. 
There is no question they underwent 
rigorous scrutiny. This is consistent 
with the Stafford Act and will protect 
lives and reduce property damages in 
this locality. So I commend him for his 
advocacy. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I would also say that each one of us, 
as Members of Congress, how I for my-
self have said from the moment I was 
appointed to the Appropriations Com-
mittee, I have published every request 
that I submit for designated spending 
on my Web site. I was the first Member 
of Congress to send a Twitter message 
from the Oval Office, the first one to 
send a Twitter message from the floor 
of Congress. I love technology. My 
hero, Thomas Jefferson, always said to 
try all abuses at the bar of public opin-
ion. And I believe very strongly in 
transparency and openness. I published 
every appropriations request I have 
ever made on my Web site since 2003. I 
was the first Member of Congress to do 
so. I published every appropriation, 
designated funding request, that I re-
ceived on my Web site since 2003. I be-
lieve I was the first Member of Con-
gress to do so, because I don’t ask for 
much. I will not make a funding re-
quest for a private individual or a pri-
vate company. I limit them to national 
security, border security, local units of 
government, State Government, or the 
Texas Medical Center, God bless them, 
the great work they are doing at M.D. 
Anderson Hospital, medical or sci-
entific research, the Nation’s space 
program or flood control. The Houston 
ship channel will silt up in 6 months 
unless we on the Appropriations Com-

mittee direct the Army Corps of Engi-
neers to dredge it. They would not have 
built a railroad bridge connecting Gal-
veston Island to the Texas mainland 
unless the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, and I want to thank Mr. ROG-
ERS and Chairman PRICE again, for con-
necting the Galveston Island to the 
mainland. That is not even in my dis-
trict, nor is the Houston ship channel. 

These are fiscally conservative, pru-
dent requests, Mr. FLAKE. You in Ari-
zona, I have to tell you, are just not fa-
miliar with Harris County. I don’t 
think you will find any Member of Con-
gress with higher fiscally conservative 
standards than I have. And I think the 
request is entirely appropriate. It is ab-
solutely necessary for an area that got 
hammered by the hurricane. 

And I urge defeat of the Member’s 
amendment because it won’t even save 
money. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR. Members are reminded 

to address their remarks to the Chair. 
Mr. FLAKE. May I ask the time re-

maining. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman has 2 

minutes remaining. 
Mr. FLAKE. I will be glad to yield to 

the gentleman 30 more seconds if you 
want to go on. You are making my 
case. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR. Members are reminded 

to address their remarks to the Chair. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you. 

Madam Chairman, Kitt Peak—I’m not 
sure what part Arizona Mr. FLAKE has, 
but every piece of legislation passed by 
Congress directs the Congress—JEFF, 
which part of Arizona do you have? Ex-
cuse me. 

Mr. FLAKE. The East Valley. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Due south. I’m an 

amateur astronomer, a passionate fan 
of Kitt Peak Observatory. Let’s say 
Congress passes a piece of legislation 
to designate funding for Kitt Peak Ob-
servatory. Every bill Congress passes 
designates funding. All of us have an 
obligation—— 

Mr. FLAKE. Reclaiming my time. 
Mr. CULBERSON. We have to be fis-

cally conservative, Mr. FLAKE, on 
every bill, not just appropriations. 

Mr. FLAKE. I’m a slow learner. 
Let me remind the gentleman that 

this district, Harris County, received $1 
million when they applied for the fund-
ing before the earmarks started, 2 
years ago, last year, I’m sorry, 3 years 
ago—2 years ago got a $1 million ear-
mark, last year got another $1 million 
earmark, this year asking for a third $1 
million earmark. And we just had an-
other member of the Texas delegation 
stand just moments ago and offer an 
amendment to move money to the 
predisaster mitigation account because 
he couldn’t get the funding for his dis-
trict in Texas because 25 percent of the 
funding, by the time people in his dis-
trict even applied for the funding, is 
gone. It is earmarked, cut off the top. 

And I already explained the spoils 
system that is here, and still nobody 
has taken me up on my offer. I will 
yield time to anybody who can tell me 
that Mother Nature targets districts 
represented by appropriators. 

It simply doesn’t happen. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I will happily take 

the challenge. I’m ready. 
Mr. FLAKE. No thanks. I know bet-

ter. But I believe my time is out. 
I urge adoption of the amendment. 

We simply have to be more fiscally re-
sponsible. And we have to have a sys-
tem at FEMA that is based on risk and 
merit rather than spoils. This is a sys-
tem based on spoils right now. That is 
why the adoption of the amendment 
should be done. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 2 Offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Science and 
Technology—Research, Development, Acqui-
sition, and Operations’’ shall be available for 
the National Institute for Hometown Secu-
rity, Kentucky, and the amount otherwise 
provided under such heading is hereby re-
duced by $10,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, this 
amendment would remove $10 million 
in funding for the National Institute 
for Homeland Security based in Som-
erset, Kentucky, and reduce the overall 
cost of the bill by a commensurate 
amount. 

This is not the first time I have 
brought this earmark to the floor. This 
earmark is always noticeable if for 
nothing else the cost. Compared to 
most earmarks in the bill, this is one 
of the largest earmarks we have in the 
Homeland Security bill year after year. 
This year the earmark alone would 
cost taxpayers $10 million, and if ap-
proved, this would actually be the low-
est dollar amount the institute has re-
ceived since its creation in 2004. Ac-
cording to the Web site, the National 
Institute for Homeland Security is an 
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independent, nonprofit corporation de-
signed to allow universities in Ken-
tucky to ‘‘more effectively compete for 
research funds and projects aimed at 
improving homeland security.’’ 

It goes on to say that the institute’s 
end goal is to match up local univer-
sities with projects, then commer-
cialize the resulting product. 

Madam Chairman, we all know that 
Congress has a problem with spending 
overall. We have a $7.87 billion stim-
ulus package. We had a massive omni-
bus appropriations bill, we have had 
numerous bailouts of private compa-
nies. Now we are facing nearly $2 tril-
lion in deficits just this year. When I 
came to this body just 8 years ago, our 
total budget was around $2 trillion. 
Now we will have a deficit by the same 
amount. Yet here we are; we are fund-
ing a nonprofit organization, which 
again, according to its own Web site, 
apparently would not exist without the 
assistance of Congress. And it seems 
that the purpose of this center is to at-
tract other earmarks. It is an institute 
that seems to beget other earmarks. 

I simply don’t think that we can con-
tinue to do this. Since it was created, 
the institute has received $74 million in 
taxpayer funding: $12 million in 2005; 
$20 million in both 2006 and 2007; $11 
million in both 2008 and 2009. When will 
this end? When will we say enough is 
enough? We have funded this institute 
enough, and it will have to compete on 
its own for other grants. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Chair, I rise to claim opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Chairman, the Consortium of Kentucky 
Colleges and Universities was asked by 
the Department of Homeland Security 
if they would take on research projects 
that the department needed answers 
on, and the consortium said, yes, we 
will. They said, we can’t compete prob-
ably singly working by ourselves with 
the MITs or the Cal Techs or the Har-
vards or maybe Phoenix University or 
the University of Arizona. But collec-
tively, as a group, we can. 

And so the department gives the 
project to the consortium, and the best 
pieces of the consortium then collect 
together to work on that project. The 
University of Kentucky may be teamed 
up with Western Kentucky University, 
the University of Louisville or perhaps 
an out-of-state university, and they 
work on and solve the project that the 
department has need for. 

To set the record straight, the insti-
tute receives specified research task 
orders from the science and technology 
directorate at DHS. The task orders 
are then farmed out to the consortium 
of colleges and universities throughout 
the State of Kentucky and other public 
and private entities across the country 
for their input on that particular prob-
lem. 

This process taps into and unleashes 
the intellectual firepower of our best 

and brightest people to address new 
and emerging threats to the homeland. 

These are competitive grants. Make 
no mistake. These are competitive 
grants. All decisions on funding are 
made by the Department of Homeland 
Security. So far, 22 projects are under-
way with dozens of colleges and univer-
sities participating. These are low-cost 
solutions with a minimal footprint and 
maximum results. 

A couple of examples. University of 
Kentucky researchers have developed a 
system to maintain the security of raw 
milk as it is transported from the dairy 
farm to the processing plant to combat 
a problem that we found in China 
where many dozens of young people 
were sickened by milk that had been 
tainted. This issue is critical in secur-
ing our food supply. That system is 
now available across America and is 
being used. 

University of Louisville researchers 
are developing a system that samples 
air particles in large enclosed spaces 
such as shopping malls and sports 
venues to detect the presence of explo-
sive materials. We know from the Lon-
don and Madrid mass-transit bombings 
that terrorists seek enclosed and popu-
lated places. Western Kentucky Uni-
versity teamed up with the University 
of Louisville, and they have designed 
devices to detect leaks in rail transport 
tanker cars. A chlorine or ammonium 
nitrate spill in any neighborhood could 
be disastrous. Research funds have 
been awarded to reduce the explosive 
potential of ammonium nitrate and 
fuel oil by coating the material with 
coal combustion byproducts. These two 
chemicals, when mixed, form a com-
mon explosive material for terrorists 
and were the deadly combination used 
in the tragic Oklahoma City bombing. 

MITOC, Man-Portable Interoperable 
Tactical Operation Center, provides 
communication services to disaster 
sites to make interoperable commu-
nications where it did not exist in 
these public venues. MITOC has been 
deployed to areas around the country 
to help them solve the interoperable 
need for communications in the dis-
aster scene when no other communica-
tion systems were working, including 
Texas during Hurricane Ike and re-
cently in Kentucky during the massive 
ice storm throughout the entire State. 

So these are research projects that 
are producing results that the depart-
ment needs and asks this consortium 
to do, and is engaging the intellectual 
firepower of these universities and col-
leges in Kentucky and their counter-
parts throughout the country. It is one 
of the best things the department has 
ever done. And I’m happy to say it is in 
my home State of Kentucky. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. If the 
gentleman will yield, I want to com-
mend him for his advocacy of these 
outstanding programs and join him in 
opposition to this ill-conceived amend-
ment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman. 

I reserve. 
Mr. FLAKE. May I inquire of the 

time remaining? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman has 3 

minutes remaining. 
Mr. FLAKE. Let me just say first 

there have been a few statements first 
that imply that the Department of 
Homeland Security or FEMA in the 
case of the last two amendments some-
how endorsed these amendments or en-
dorsed these projects. According to 
OMB, the administration responses 
about earmark requests ‘‘should not be 
construed as an evaluation or rec-
ommendation of specific earmark re-
quests based on merit or value.’’ So we 
can say that, hey, the agency wants 
this. But the official position of the ad-
ministration is, We are taking no posi-
tion. And of course, they really can’t 
because these earmark dollars are 
sometimes taken from the account 
that they would otherwise use to give 
grants based on merit or based on risk. 

Again, this chart is even starker 
when we look at the overall bill that 
we are considering today. Homeland se-
curity earmark dollars secured by ap-
propriators, leadership, committee 
chairs, and ranking members. FY 09, 45 
percent—45 percent—of the total in 
earmark dollars in the bill went to this 
group. This group represents just 25 
percent of the body. 

b 1900 
Mr. CULBERSON. Would the gen-

tleman yield? 
Mr. FLAKE. I yield to the gen-

tleman. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Did you do an 

analysis by geography? For example, 
those of us on the Texas gulf coast that 
get hammered by hurricanes need help 
with flood mitigation. Did you analyze 
it geographically and see what percent-
age goes to the coastal areas of the 
United States or the floodplains of the 
Mississippi River? 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman. I 
think we all know that the alignment 
of appropriators and Members in pow-
erful positions does not align with the 
gulf coast or any other geographic po-
sition. 

Getting back to the chart, 45 percent 
last year went to those in powerful po-
sitions; 45 percent to 25 percent. This 
year it is even starker: 71 percent of all 
earmark dollars in this bill are going 
to 25 percent of this body. That is a 
spoil system. I don’t know how else 
you can claim otherwise, unless as I 
said, and I will yield simply for the 
purpose if somebody can stand up and 
say that Mother Nature targets this 
group more than others, then this is a 
spoil system. When we have here an 
earmark that has been over and over 
and over awarded, $74 million in tax-
payer funding, $12 million in 2005, $20 
million in both 2006 and 2007. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Would the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. FLAKE. I will yield to the gen-
tleman only if he will answer the ques-
tion yes or no: Does Mother Nature tar-
get districts represented by appropri-
ators? 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:29 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00064 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JN7.150 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7213 June 24, 2009 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mother Nature 

targets all districts equally, Mr. 
FLAKE. But when it comes to floods and 
hurricanes, they target the gulf coast. 
When it comes to floods from the big 
rivers, they target the Mississippi 
River Valley. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk, amendment No. 1. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘United States 
Customs and Border Protection—Salaries 
and Expenses’’ shall be available for award 
to Global Solar, Arizona, for the portable 
solar charging rechargeable battery systems, 
and the amount otherwise provided under 
such heading is hereby reduced by $800,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I 
hesitate to challenge this earmark. It 
was secured by my colleague from Ari-
zona, Mr. PASTOR, for whom I have 
great admiration and we have a great 
friendship, but this amendment would 
remove $800,000 for the portable solar 
charging rechargeable battery system, 
and it would lower the bill by a com-
mensurate amount. 

According to the earmark table 
itself, the recipient of this earmark is 
Global Solar, who, according to the 
Web site, is a ‘‘privately held company 
that was incorporated in 1996 that has 
evolved into a major producer of solar 
cells.’’ 

The certification letter filed by the 
earmark’s sponsor says the money will 
be used ‘‘for the acquisition of man- 
packable, solar-charging, rechargeable 
battery systems for use by the U.S. 
Border Patrol.’’ 

My concern is not with the tech-
nology nor with the needs of the Bor-
der Patrol, nor with this company in 
particular. My concern lies with why a 
specific for-profit entity was des-
ignated to receive this earmark fund-
ing. 

The President recently referred to 
earmarks for for-profit entities as the 
‘‘single most corrupting element of 
this practice.’’ 

The PMA scandal that has plagued 
the House of Representatives for 
months has largely centered on cam-
paign contributions and earmarks for 
for-profit entities. We simply cannot 
move ahead as if nothing is happening 
outside of this body, or even within 
this body. We have our own Ethics 
Committee, and the Justice Depart-
ment is investigating the relationship 
between campaign contributions and 
earmarks, and that is largely the case 
when you have earmarks that go to 
for-profit companies, earmarks that 
are little more than sole-source con-
tracts or no-bid contracts. 

This is the only one gratefully in this 
legislation that I have been able to 
find, an earmark that goes to a for- 
profit entity, and I would submit, 
Madam Chair, that we simply shouldn’t 
be earmarking funds for private com-
panies in this legislation. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I want 
to very quickly turn to Mr. PASTOR, 
the author of this provision, but I want 
to assure Members that this provision, 
like other directed spending, has been 
vetted down at the Department of 
Homeland Security. It has been cer-
tified to be consistent with the agen-
cy’s mission; otherwise, it simply isn’t 
eligible. 

Now, on this item in particular, I 
would invite the attention of Members 
to the actual language of the bill, page 
6. This earmark is for $800,000 for pro-
curement of portable solar-charging, 
rechargeable battery systems to be 
awarded under full and open competi-
tion. 

That language is pretty plain; isn’t 
it? 

This item is required by law to be 
subject to a competitive procurement 
process. And, indeed, any item now in 
appropriations bills involving for-profit 
entities are subject to the same re-
quirement. We all need to understand 
that and read the plain language of the 
bill. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I join the 
chairman in opposing the amendment. 
As he says, all of these congressionally 
directed spending earmarks have been 
vetted by the Department. They have 
been scrubbed by our subcommittee un-
like anything before, and I join in op-
position. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman, and I yield now 
to my colleague, Mr. PASTOR, to ex-
pand on this provision and the reasons 
that the proposed amendment should 
be rejected. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. First of all, 
I want to state for the record that I 
have never met personally with the 

company listed as the recipient for this 
earmark. It has spurred my interest, 
the technology and the use of tech-
nology, that I brought this request to 
the subcommittee. And while this is a 
for-profit company which is listed as a 
recipient, under the new rules insti-
tuted in this Congress this year, this 
company or any company will have to 
compete for the contract, and I know 
of at least three U.S. companies with 
products suitable for such competition 
and a great number of foreign compa-
nies that could compete. 

This request has been vetted by the 
Department of Homeland Security and 
the Border Patrol. The Border Patrol’s 
special response teams and technical 
teams have stated requirements for 
this technology which allows them to 
recharge their power-intensive equip-
ment while deployed in the field on ex-
tended missions. These teams man- 
pack over 100 pounds of equipment into 
the field on their missions, so every 
pound saved is significant. 

This technology, which is basically 
photovoltaic film, lightweight, port-
able, allows them to leave behind at 
the camp previously used car battery- 
type systems in favor of this light-
weight, portable, photovoltaic film. 
And this allows the person using it to 
be able to extend the mission for a 
longer period of time and to be able to 
recharge their battery so that they can 
use their communication system, can 
use sensors, and will allow the Border 
Patrol to be more effective in its law 
enforcement efforts. This type of tech-
nology is currently used by the mili-
tary, especially the Marine Corps. 

So the intent for this earmark is not 
to reward a company because they met 
with me or because they contributed, 
which they did not, but to bring forth 
to the attention of the Border Patrol 
that this equipment is available for 
competition for the companies that 
qualify according to their purchase 
order so that we can make the Border 
Patrol, as they extend into the desert, 
to be more effective and be able to con-
tinue the law enforcement. That is the 
only reason for this earmark, and I op-
pose the amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, we have 
that language saying that this ear-
mark would be awarded under full and 
open competition. But if you meet with 
the Department of Defense, as I have, 
and you ask them, Currently, do you 
compete out? Do you subject to com-
petition the earmarks that you see? 
They will say, Yes; yes, unless we 
don’t, basically. 

So I asked them—if we look at the 
2008 Defense bill, for example, I asked 
the Department of Defense to actually 
look and do a random sampling of the 
earmarks that came that they say are 
subject to competition to see how 
many of them actually went to the ear-
mark recipient listed. With uncanny 
precision, the answer came back all of 
them that they sampled did go to the 
earmark recipient listed. If these are 
to be competed out, why do we have to 
mention the company at all? 
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I don’t know if it is in order to ask 

for a unanimous consent to simply re-
move the name of the company. If 
these are going to be competed out 
anyway and if there are at least three 
companies that have this technology, 
would it not be in order to say—— 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLAKE. Yes, I would yield. 
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I would 

have no objection if you removed the 
name. 

Mr. FLAKE. Would it be in order to 
modify the amendment under a unani-
mous consent? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman may ask 
unanimous consent to modify his 
amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. I would ask unanimous 
consent to modify the amendment to 
strike the name of the company listed 
in order that this may be subject to 
full and open competition. 

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Ari-
zona? 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I object. At 
the urging of your colleagues, they 
asked me to object, so I will object. 

The CHAIR. Objection is heard. 
Mr. FLAKE. I understand. 
As I mentioned before, I have the ut-

most respect for my colleague from Ar-
izona. He is a straight shooter, and I 
know that if it were up to him, he 
would do this. And I think that some 
things go on their own without some-
times us realizing what we are doing. 

But in this case, the language stands 
that this earmark is to go to a specific 
company despite other language that 
may be in the legislation to say this is 
to be competed out. We know, based on 
experience, that the Department of De-
fense or the Department of Homeland 
Security, in this case, the agency, 
looks to see what the committee want-
ed and they will award it based on 
that, and so it really isn’t full and open 
competition. We shouldn’t be listing 
the company here. 

So I would have to urge adoption of 
the amendment to strike this earmark 
unless we can remove the company 
listed. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Would 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLAKE. Yes. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. The 

gentleman is aware the company is not 
listed in the bill. The only place the 
company is listed is in the report, 
which is a matter of disclosure, and it 
is not amendable. It can’t be modified 
here on the floor. The bill, as I read 
earlier, the plain language of the bill 
says this will be competed. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. The amendment will not 
be altered because objection has been 
heard. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

b 1915 

PART D AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I have 
an amendment at the desk as designee 
of Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part D amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘National Pro-
tection and Programs Directorate—Infra-
structure Protection and Information Secu-
rity’’ shall be available to SEARCH of Sac-
ramento, California, for interoperable com-
munications, technical assistance and out-
reach programs, and the amount otherwise 
provided under such heading is hereby re-
duced by $1,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 573, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I feel obligated, since I 
ran out of time, to explain why simply 
because the language isn’t in the bill 
itself or the name of the company that 
that still means that the earmark will 
likely go to the company listed. 

In the past few years, the previous 
President said that he would instruct 
the agencies not to fund any earmarks 
that weren’t in the bill text. And so as 
a way to get around it and make sure 
that those earmarks were funded, the 
Appropriations Committee actually in-
serted language saying that language 
in the report would carry the force of 
law. And so that’s what we’ve been op-
erating under for the past couple of 
years to make sure that those ear-
marks that are simply in a table or in 
a report still get funded. 

In this case, we have language that 
will be in the table, the table that ac-
companies the bill in the report. The 
table in the report lists the company, 
Global Solar, that is to receive the ear-
mark. And there is a certification that 
the Member filed saying this earmark 
is to go to this company at this ad-
dress. And so, notwithstanding the fact 
that the language isn’t in the bill 
itself, we still have an issue where the 
earmark will likely go to the intended 
recipient. 

This amendment would remove $1 
million for funding for the National In-
stitute for Communications Interoper-
ability, a nonprofit organization and a 
subsidiary of SEARCH, the National 
Consortium for Justice Information 
and Statistics. In recent testimony be-
fore the House Appropriations Com-
mittee, the executive director of 

SEARCH described the organization as 
a ‘‘State criminal justice support pro-
gram with a mission to promote the ef-
fective use of information and identi-
fication technology by criminal justice 
agencies nationwide.’’ 

This entity just received a $500,000 
earmark in the omnibus bill that Con-
gress approved just a few short months 
ago. According to the sponsor’s office, 
this particular earmark would support 
the launch of a nationwide institute to 
train emergency responders to better 
command and control emergency re-
sources. The proposed pilot project 
would provide training, certification 
and outreach programs to State, re-
gional and local coordinators in the 
first responder community. 

Now, this sounds strikingly familiar 
to a program within the Department of 
Homeland Security, one that they al-
ready administer. The Department of 
Homeland Security SAFECOM program 
has developed the Statewide Commu-
nications Interoperability Planning 
Methodology, a comprehensive 10- 
phase process created to assist States 
in the creation of their statewide emer-
gency communication plan. 

Now, why should Federal funds be 
earmarked for a private organization 
that seems to duplicate an effort al-
ready undertaken by the agency for 
which we are appropriating now? If the 
Department of Homeland Security re-
quires services that only SEARCH 
could provide, the administration could 
request funds for it. 

So, Madam Chairman, I don’t think 
that we need to earmark funds here. 
There is a program within the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security already 
that does what this private organiza-
tion—which has just received an ear-
mark in a bill we did a few months 
ago—is seeking to do. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. As 
with earlier items that we have dis-
cussed this evening, there is simply no 
question that this request underwent 
rigorous scrutiny, meets the test of 
being aligned with supporting the mis-
sions of the Department of Homeland 
Security, and I urge my colleagues to 
defeat the amendment. 

I am happy to yield at this point to 
my colleague, Mr. ROTHMAN, to expand 
on the reasons that this amendment is 
ill advised. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Would the 
Chair yield? 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. I yield 
to the ranking member. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina controls the time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I am 
happy to yield to the ranking member. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I simply 
want to join my chairman in opposi-
tion to the amendment for the reasons 
that he said. 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 

thank the gentleman. 
Now I yield to Mr. ROTHMAN. 
Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. I 

thank the chairman. 
First, I would like to thank Chair-

man PRICE and Ranking Member ROG-
ERS and my fellow subcommittee mem-
bers for their leadership on this entire 
Homeland Security legislation and for 
their support for this project. As you 
know, the Department of Homeland Se-
curity reviewed this project and had no 
objection to it. This is a good bill and 
a good project. 

Mr. FLAKE’s amendment would re-
move funding for this project that 
would otherwise help local, State, and 
Federal emergency response agencies 
better communicate and coordinate in 
the aftermath of a terrorist attack or 
natural disaster. 

My district is across the river from 
what were the Twin Towers in New 
York City, and we know firsthand the 
difficulties that arose in that terrible 
tragedy because of the inoperability, 
the lack of communication tech-
nologies working together amongst po-
lice, fire, and other emergency serv-
ices. 

There was a landmark publication, 
‘‘Why Can’t We Talk,’’ which was pro-
duced in the wake of 9/11 by a national 
task force of 18 associations rep-
resenting public safety and elected offi-
cials. It noted five key reasons why 
first responders struggle to commu-
nicate sometimes with their own agen-
cies. 

This $1 million project would support 
specific initiatives established in the 
National Emergency Communications 
Plan delivered to Congress in July 2008 
by the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security’s Office of Emergency Com-
munications. Working in partnership 
with that office, the National Institute 
for Communications Interoperability 
would address the most critical issue 
facing the first responder community 
today, their ability to command and 
control emergency resources in re-
sponse to terrorist attacks, natural 
disasters and crimes through inter-
agency communication. 

This project will not only help to 
make our Nation safer by dem-
onstrating how various regional emer-
gency responses can better coordinate, 
but it will help to ensure that local, 
State and Federal tax dollars that have 
already been allocated in previous 
Homeland Security measures and in 
previous budgets throughout the 
United States are used more wisely. 
The primary goal of this project is to 
ensure the best possible use of taxpayer 
money by public safety officers and 
first responder organizations. 

Federal, State, and local govern-
ments have invested a substantial 
amount of capital, as they should have, 
on first responder equipment, emer-
gency plans, and safety personnel. It 
makes sense for Congress to support a 
project that will help to coordinate 
these efforts and maximize the return 
on these essential investments. 

I urge the defeat of this amendment. 
Madam Chairman, I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. May I inquire as to the 

time remaining. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari-

zona has 2 minutes remaining. 
Mr. FLAKE. I would urge adoption of 

the amendment. As I mentioned, when 
you look at the bill itself, you see 
again the spoils system that’s occur-
ring here: 71 percent of the dollar value 
of earmarks in this legislation go to 
just 25 percent of this body; 71 percent 
goes to 25 percent. That’s not an equal 
distribution. 

As we know, Mother Nature does not 
target those districts represented by 
appropriators or powerful Members, 
yet we have a system that awards ear-
marks based on those criteria. 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. May I 
ask the gentleman to yield for a short 
question? 

Mr. FLAKE. Yes. 
Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. Is the 

gentleman aware that there will be five 
areas across this country that will be 
supported by this program as deter-
mined by this organization which has 
been established by 50 States and the 
territories? 

Mr. FLAKE. That’s right. And I’m 
also aware that the Department of 
Homeland Security has a similar pro-
gram that does similar things, yet we 
are earmarking over and above on top 
of that. 

I simply think that if we don’t like 
the way the Department of Homeland 
Security is allocating resources, we 
need to change that or we need to give 
them guidance; we need to oversee 
what they do. For example, in my dis-
trict a couple of years ago, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security spent 
money to synchronize street lights in a 
small town in my district. That wasn’t 
an appropriate use of funds. But in-
stead of spending time rooting out that 
kind of waste, we’re saying we don’t 
like the way you did that, so we’re 
going to do some of our own. And so it 
is a duplicative program. And in the 
end, we end up spending more money 
and more money; and that’s why the 
budget increases for this agency every 
year. 

We simply cannot continue to do this 
when we have a $2 trillion budget def-
icit this year alone. At some point 
we’ve got to say we’ve got to save tax-
payer money, spend it wisely, and do it 
in a way that actually addresses risk, 
not seniority. 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. Will 
the gentleman yield for one more ques-
tion? 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I am 
happy to yield to my friend from New 
Jersey (Mr. ROTHMAN). 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. I 
thank the gentleman. 

My friend from Arizona does not, 
Madam Chairman, dispute the validity 

and the importance of coordinating 
emergency communication throughout 
the United States, nor does my friend 
from Arizona dispute that this project 
represents five pilot projects across the 
country. So I find it difficult to believe 
that there would be any objection to 
this very valuable program that has al-
ready met with success and that is de-
serving of additional new outreach to 
the first responders emergency per-
sonnel across the country. 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Chair, SEARCH, the 
National Consortium for Justice Information 
and Statistics, is headquartered in my district 
in Sacramento, CA. I know this organization, 
and I support the earmark that will allow 
SEARCH to continue to perform its important 
work across the country supporting the home-
land security efforts of state and local entities. 

Over the past 40 years, this fine organiza-
tion has accomplished a great deal to promote 
information sharing solutions among first re-
sponders. As a non-profit organization of the 
states with a membership body of guber-
natorial appointees, SEARCH has served 
local, state, tribal, and federal information 
sharing and communications interoperability 
initiatives nationwide and continues to benefit 
the whole country. 

SEARCH is uniquely qualified to develop 
and implement the program funded by this 
earmark. That is why I rise in support of the 
SEARCH National Institute for Communica-
tions Interoperability to promote interoperability 
in communications among first responders. 

I urge Members to vote ‘‘no’’ on this amend-
ment and support funding to SEARCH for the 
National Institute for Communications Inter-
operability. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I move that the Committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO) having assumed the chair, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2892) making appropriations for 
the Department of Homeland Security 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2010, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2647, NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2010 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 572 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 572 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 2647) 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2010 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal year 2010, and for 
other purposes. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived 
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Armed Services. After general debate the 
bill shall be considered for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. 

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Armed 
Services now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 10 of rule 
XXI. 

(b) Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, no amendment to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be in order except those printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution and amendments en 
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution. 

(c) Each amendment printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report 
(except as specified in section 4 of this reso-
lution), may be offered only by a Member 
designated in the report, shall be considered 
as read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the 
question in the House or in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

(d) All points of order against amendments 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules or amendments en bloc described in 
section 3 of this resolution are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for 
the chair of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or his designee to offer amendments en 
bloc consisting of amendments printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed 
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to 
this section shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Armed 
Services or their designees, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the question in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole. 
The original proponent of an amendment in-
cluded in such amendments en bloc may in-
sert a statement in the Congressional Record 
immediately before the disposition of the 
amendments en bloc. 

SEC. 4. The Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole may recognize for consideration of 
any amendment printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution out of the order printed, but not 
sooner than 30 minutes after the chair of the 

Committee on Armed Services or a designee 
announces from the floor a request to that 
effect. 

SEC. 5. At the conclusion of consideration 
of the bill for amendment the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House 
with such amendments as may have been 
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment 
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to 
the bill or to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 6. In the engrossment of H.R. 2647, the 
Clerk shall— 

(a) add the text of H.R. 2990, as passed by 
the House, as new matter at the end of H.R. 
2647; 

(b) conform the title of H.R. 2647 to reflect 
the addition to the engrossment of H.R. 2990; 

(c) assign appropriate designations to pro-
visions within the engrossment; and 

(d) conform provisions for short titles 
within the engrossment. 

SEC. 7. Upon the addition of the text of 
H.R. 2990 to the engrossment of H.R. 2647, 
H.R. 2990 shall be laid on the table. 

SEC. 8. During consideration of H.R. 2647, 
the Chair may reduce to two minutes the 
minimum time for electronic voting under 
clause 6 of rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of 
rule XX. 

b 1930 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Maine is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
for purposes of debate only I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART). All time yielded during 
consideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous materials 
into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 572 
provides for consideration of H.R. 2647, 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2010, under a struc-
tured rule. 

Last week the House Armed Services 
Committee reported H.R. 2647 favor-
ably to the House by unanimous vote. 
The final vote came at 2:30 in the 
morning after more than 14 hours of 
thorough debate. 

During that time the members of the 
committee did not see eye-to-eye on 
every issue, but we did not split by 
party lines on every vote, and we often 
had differing views on how to devote 
limited resources to endless challenges. 
In the end, we all agreed by a unani-
mous vote that we must take steps to 
keep our country safe and keep our 

military prepared. We must work to 
eliminate wasteful spending and re-
store fiscal discipline, and we must 
provide our troops and their families 
with the care that they need and the 
quality of life that is worthy of their 
sacrifice. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2647 makes signifi-
cant progress on all these fronts. It 
strengthens our national security by 
focusing resources on the most imme-
diate and severe threats to our troops 
and our country. The bill enhances ef-
forts to prevent the spread of weapons 
of mass destruction by increasing fund-
ing for the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion Program and by fully supporting 
the Department of Energy’s non-
proliferation programs. 

The bill cuts extensive spending, ex-
cessive spending on flawed missile-de-
fense programs and, instead, invests 
more resources in systems that are 
proven to work and strategies that 
meet immediate threats. 

H.R. 2647 also takes an important 
step forward in strengthening account-
ability and increasing oversight of the 
defense contracting process. The bill 
grows the size of the civilian acquisi-
tion workforce, which will reduce our 
reliance on defense contractors and cut 
down on wasteful spending. 

The bill improves the quality of life 
and the quality of care for our men and 
women in uniform by providing a 3.4 
percent pay raise for each servicemem-
ber, by expanding access to education 
and training, by increasing funding for 
family housing programs, and by ex-
panding TRICARE coverage for mem-
bers of the Reserve and their families 
prior to mobilization. 

After 7 years of conflict in Afghani-
stan and Iraq, this bill provides a basis 
for ensuring that the plans for progress 
are sound and that the objectives for 
victory are clear. The bill requires fre-
quent reports to Congress on the objec-
tives and measurements for success in 
Afghanistan and the progress of with-
drawing our troops from Iraq. 

The bill also directs the GAO to pro-
vide Congress with separate reports, 
which will assess strategic plans for 
both Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Congress must do everything in its 
power to ensure that our military 
strategies are working and our ulti-
mate goals are achievable. I believe 
that we can always do more, but I also 
believe that this bill provides a start-
ing point for that process. Lastly, Mr. 
Speaker, while this bill addresses broad 
strategic issues and threats across the 
globe, it also has a direct impact on 
our districts. 

While communities across the coun-
try are saving, struggling and working 
to recover from this recession, other 
communities are preparing for even 
tougher times ahead. In 2011, scores of 
military bases will close for good as a 
result of the 2005 BRAC. For decades, 
these bases have been the backbones of 
communities and provided the sur-
rounding areas with jobs, tenants, cus-
tomers and neighbors, which will now 
be lost in a matter of years. 
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H.R. 2647 expands the use of no-cost 

economic development conveyances as 
a tool to redevelop and restart commu-
nities affected by base closure. This 
provision allows the Department of De-
fense to transfer property to a local re-
development authority at no cost if the 
land will be used for purposes of eco-
nomic development. 

At a time of declining property val-
ues, devastating job loss and crippling 
economic hardship, we must provide 
communities with every possible tool 
to redevelop and reorganize. This bill 
will assist in that effort. 

I am looking forward to completing 
our work on this year’s defense author-
ization. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. I would like to thank my 
friend, the gentlewoman from Maine 
(Ms. PINGREE) for the time, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

While our men and women in uniform 
are risking their lives in war zones, we, 
in Congress, need to support them. I 
am proud to once again support the bi-
partisan National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act to honor and support the 
brave men and women of the United 
States Armed Forces. 

I also wish to commend and con-
gratulate both the Armed Services 
Committee Chairman SKELTON and 
Ranking Member MCKEON for their 
commitment to put partisanship aside 
in order to get this important bill to 
the floor. 

The National Defense Authorization 
Act, which passed unanimously out of 
the Armed Services Committee, au-
thorizes $550.4 billion for the activities 
of the Department of Defense. It also 
provides $130 billion to support our 
combat operations in Iraq, Afghanistan 
and other fronts of the war on terror. 

Our men and women in uniform and 
their families have sacrificed dearly to 
protect the United States, and that is 
why I am pleased that the bill will pro-
vide our troops with a 3.4 percent pay 
raise. 

Furthering our commitment to our 
troops, the bill extends TRICARE eligi-
bility to Reserve members so they can 
receive full TRICARE coverage 100 
days before they go on active duty and 
provides almost $2 billion for family 
housing programs to expand and im-
prove the quality of military housing. 

The bill authorizes the expansion of 
the size of the military by 15,000 Army 
troops, 8,000 Marines, over 14,500 Air 
Force personnel, and approximately 
2,500 sailors in the Navy. 

I would like to thank the committee 
and the distinguished chairman for in-
cluding my request for funding, author-
ization obviously of funding, for the 
construction of a new, permanent head-
quarters for the United States South-
ern Command that is located in the 
congressional district that I am hon-
ored to represent. Currently the De-
partment of Defense is leasing the land 
for SOUTHCOM from a private indi-
vidual. The funds authorized by this 

bill will be used to build a new head-
quarters on land adjacent to the cur-
rent location and lease it from the 
State of Florida for the grand sum of $1 
per year. 

This provision is extremely impor-
tant to my community because 
SOUTHCOM personnel and supporting 
services have contributed over $1.2 bil-
lion and over 20,000 jobs to south Flor-
ida’s economy. 

Mr. Speaker, while I support the un-
derlying legislation, I have deep res-
ervations about the majority’s decision 
to block full restoration of missile de-
fense funding. This comes as North Ko-
rea’s demented despot continues to 
mock global condemnation of his nu-
clear program and threatens the 
United States and our friends and our 
allies with mass destruction. 

Just today an official from the North 
Korean Central News Agency, a mouth-
piece for the dictatorship said, ‘‘If the 
U.S. imperialists start another war, 
the army and the people of Korea will 
wipe out the aggressors on the globe 
once and for all.’’ 

At the same time, the Iranian tyr-
anny, while it massacres its own people 
in the streets, continues to threaten to 
wipe Israel off the face of the map. It is 
clear to me that the world faces a 
grave and, I believe, imminent threat 
from both of those dictatorships in 
North Korea and Iran. Now is not the 
time to cut missile defense. 

Since the beginning of military avia-
tion, the United States has wisely in-
vested in our military air superiority, 
and in recent military operations we 
have clearly seen our investments pay 
off. Our military air superiority saves 
the lives of our men and women in uni-
form and also saves the lives of count-
less civilians. Unfortunately, the 
Obama administration feels that it is 
not necessary to continue our long his-
tory of investment in air superiority 
and is calling for the termination of 
the F–22 fighter aircraft production, 
even though the chief of staff of the Air 
Force publicly called for continued 
production of F–22s. 

Now, thankfully, the Armed Services 
Committee successfully reinstated over 
$300 million to at least keep alive F–22 
production. Unfortunately, I am shown 
at this time a statement of administra-
tion policy where it reads that if the 
final bill presented to the President 
contains this provision keeping alive 
the F–22 production line, that the 
President’s senior advisers would rec-
ommend a veto. Mr. Speaker, I think 
that’s most unfortunate. 

I am also concerned that the major-
ity failed to support a repeal of the so- 
called widow’s tax. This provision pe-
nalizes surviving spouses of service-
members who die on active duty or 
from service-related conditions by forc-
ing them to accept a dollar-for-dollar 
reduction in their military survivor 
benefit plan payments in order to re-
ceive tax-free dependency and indem-
nity compensation from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

I have cosponsored two-pieces of leg-
islation introduced by Mr. BUYER and 
Mr. ORTIZ to remedy this injustice, and 
I am hopeful that Congress will soon 
address it. 

Now, as supportive as I am of the un-
derlying legislation, I must oppose the 
rule brought forth by the majority. 

b 1945 
Prior to the consideration of the 

rule, Members from both sides of the 
aisle submitted 129 amendments to the 
Rules Committee. The vast majority of 
amendments, 79, were introduced by 
members of the majority party. Last 
night, the majority on the Rules Com-
mittee decided to make in order for 
discussion on this floor two-thirds of 
the majority amendments and one- 
third of the minority amendments. 

Last week, when members of the mi-
nority submitted a number of amend-
ments to the Commerce, Justice, and 
Science Appropriations bill, the major-
ity claimed the minority were using 
dilatory tactics and shut down the 
ability of Members to offer amend-
ments. This week, when the majority 
party offered a large number of amend-
ments, the majority rewarded them for 
doing their jobs and representing their 
constituents by allowing 51 of their 
amendments for debate by the House. 

At the same time, minority party 
members who were also representing 
the interests of their constituents were 
once again punished by the majority 
for doing their jobs and were only al-
lowed 11 amendments. 

In the end, the majority gets about 
five times the number of amendments 
made in order as the minority, and I 
think that’s unfair. I think it’s petty 
and unfair. What does the majority 
gain by using such an unfair process? 
In reality, nothing more than ending 
comity and diminishing the stature of 
this House and its Members. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield 3 

minutes to a member of the Committee 
on Armed Services, the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK). 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Maine for 
yielding and would also like to thank, 
in particular, Chairman SKELTON and 
Ranking Member MCKEON for their 
leadership in crafting this legislation 
before us. 

This year’s National Defense Author-
ization Act takes significant steps for-
ward in supporting our National Guard 
and Reserve. Earlier this month, Iowa 
observed the 1-year anniversary of the 
floods that devastated large parts of 
my district. The Iowa National Guard 
played a critical role in the response to 
those floods, and their heroic work is a 
testament to the vital function the Na-
tional Guard plays in domestic disaster 
response, even as their role in oper-
ations abroad increases. 

Nationwide, more than 700,000 Na-
tional Guard and Reserve soldiers have 
been called to duty since September 11, 
2001, and as the National Guard con-
tinues to transform into an operational 
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reserve, it is essential that they are 
properly resourced for both their over-
seas and homeland missions. 

This bill provides $6.9 billion, $600 
million more than the President’s re-
quest, to address equipment shortfalls 
in the Reserve components. It also ex-
tends health care coverage for the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve and makes 
essential investments in National 
Guard facilities, including the Fair-
field, Cedar Rapids, Muscatine, and 
Middletown facilities in my district. 

I am very proud also that the NDAA 
includes an amendment I offered with 
Ms. BORDALLO to improve National 
Guard readiness by requiring the Sec-
retary of the Army to report to Con-
gress on the creation of a Trainees, 
Transients, Holdees, and Students Ac-
count. 

At any given time, 13.3 percent of the 
Army National Guard is 
nondeployable, and this account would 
serve as a temporary unit for these sol-
diers. In so doing, it would end the 
practice of borrowing soldiers from one 
unit in order to improve the readiness 
of others and will improve both morale 
and overall readiness. 

I strongly urge support for the rule 
and for the underlying bill. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege 
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
Republican whip, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CANTOR). 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. Speaker, today we are consid-
ering the rule for a bill to develop and 
deploy defensive capabilities for the 
protection of the American people, our 
stationed men and women, and our al-
lies. The rising threat from North 
Korea and Iran highlights why our na-
tional security strategy must include a 
comprehensive, multilayered, and ro-
bust missile defense program to protect 
our homeland. 

Both of these rogue nations, Mr. 
Speaker, provocatively flaunt their 
growing capabilities with long-range 
missiles and nuclear programs. Just 
last week, we learned that North Korea 
is planning to launch a missile towards 
the U.S. around the 4th of July holi-
day. To repeat a phrase used by our 
President just last week, these regimes 
pose a ‘‘grave threat’’ to the safety and 
security of our citizens and our allies. 

Yet the bill which is the subject of 
this rule, Mr. Speaker, sustains an in-
explicable $1.2 billion cut from the mis-
sile defense budget. Mr. Speaker, the 
question before us is very simple: How 
do we reconcile gutting missile defense 
when it will defend against what our 
own President rightfully calls a ‘‘grave 
threat’’? It simply doesn’t make sense. 

The cuts include a 35 percent reduc-
tion to the Ground-based Midcourse 
Defense program, a system located in 
Alaska and California for the purpose 
of protecting this country against the 
type of missile North Korea is gearing 
up to launch. 

This is not the time to be reducing 
our commitment to missile defense. We 

must fund the current missile defense 
systems that protect us today and the 
forward-looking programs that will 
protect us tomorrow. 

Mr. Speaker, we must restore the $1.2 
billion cut from the missile defense 
programs today. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield 3 
minutes to the Chair of the Committee 
on Financial Services, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I cannot remember the last 
time I was as deeply disappointed in 
the actions of people with whom I gen-
erally agree and continue to admire as 
I am by this rule. 

President Obama, to his credit, has 
become the first President to try to 
put on to military spending the same 
kind of notion that resources are lim-
ited that people apply elsewhere. Mili-
tary spending, in which old threats are 
continued to be dealt with while new 
threats are dealt with, make it impos-
sible for us to talk about curtailing a 
deficit without doing damage else-
where. 

To his credit, President Obama and 
Secretary Gates said we do not need to 
build more F–22s. It was conceived to 
defeat the Soviet Union in a war. It’s 
over. It’s a wonderful weapon. It just 
has a terrible defect for a weapon—no 
enemy, no military mission. It will 
never be fired in anger. 

It is bad enough that the committee, 
by only a 31–30 vote, undercut this 
President’s effort to begin to apply fis-
cal discipline everywhere. Sure, mili-
tary is important, but health care is 
important and highway safety is im-
portant and local police are important. 
All of those impinge on our life and all 
must be dealt with in discipline in the 
fiscal area, except military gets a pass. 

I was particularly disappointed when 
the Rules Committee, because of some 
in the leadership, decided not even to 
allow us to debate it. A major initia-
tive of the new President to curtail ex-
cess military spending is overturned by 
one vote in committee, and we are not 
even allowed to debate it. 

And I have to say to my Republican 
friends, it is clear to me that their in-
terest in open debate is very selective. 
They are for openly debating anything 
they want to debate, but they were op-
posed to this amendment coming on as 
well. So there’s no consistency or prin-
ciple of: Let’s have open debate. It’s: 
Let’s get what we want and let’s forget 
about the rest. 

It has been said that truth is the first 
casualty of war. Apparently, intellec-
tual integrity and logical consistency 
are the first casualties of a military 
bill. 

I heard Members say a few months 
ago, Oh, an economic recovery pro-
gram. Federal spending can’t bring 
jobs. Federal Government spending 
adds to the deficit. It doesn’t bring 
jobs. 

Lo and behold, the F–22 became a 
jobs bill. It’s what I call weaponized 
Keynesianism. Only if you’re building 

weapons, particularly weapons that 
will never be used, is there a stimula-
tive effect in the economy. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. If the 
gentleman yields me time, I will. 

Secondly, we are told that we have to 
deal with the deficit. The President 
made a beginning in trying to curtail 
military spending on weapons he said 
we do not need. If this bill goes 
through, as it apparently will, because 
we could not even debate it, his efforts 
will be undercut. The floodgates will be 
open, and any effort to have reasonable 
constraints on military spending, as we 
have on police and fire and emergency 
medical and other things that are im-
portant for health and safety, will be 
undercut. 

This is a terrible decision and a ter-
rible precedent. Of course, to add in-
jury to injury, they did it by taking 
money out of environmental cleanup. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I simply wanted 
to point out to my friend that despite 
the fact that we support the committee 
having maintained the production line 
for the F–22, we made a motion in com-
mittee for an open rule that would 
have permitted the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I will yield. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I will 
acknowledge that. I was in error, and I 
apologize. It had been reported to me 
that there were votes against it, so I 
apparently got bad information. And I 
thank the gentleman for that futile 
gesture on my behalf. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I thank the gentleman for his 
debate. Despite the fact that we’re in 
disagreement on this issue, he is a 
great parliamentarian and it’s an 
honor to serve with him. 

At this time, I yield 3 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
want to thank my friend from Florida 
for yielding time. Mr. Speaker, there is 
no greater priority for the Federal 
Government than the defense of our 
Nation, and the Defense Authorization 
bill is a vehicle for setting military 
priorities for our country. 

This bill also has jurisdiction over 
the Nation’s defense nuclear waste 
cleanup program administered by the 
Department of Energy. The Environ-
mental Management program within 
the Department is responsible for 
cleaning up the waste of our Nation’s 
nuclear weapons production sites; pro-
duction sites like Hanford, in my dis-
trict, that secured our Nation’s victory 
in World War II and in the Cold War. 

As a result of that work, these sites 
are now contaminated with massive 
volumes of radioactive and hazardous 
waste. The Federal Government has a 
legal obligation to clean up these sites. 
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As this bill, Mr. Speaker, has moved 

through the process, there have been 
several proposals by both Democrats 
and Republicans to move specific mili-
tary projects by reducing the author-
ization for nuclear waste funding. Mr. 
Speaker, let’s be clear on what these 
proposals are really about. It’s about 
setting our Nation’s defense priorities 
and not a judgment on the merits of 
cleaning up our nuclear waste sites. 

The nuclear cleanup program is being 
used as a piggy bank for these prior-
ities since, Mr. Speaker, it’s the only 
sizable source of funds within this bill 
that doesn’t directly fund our troops or 
equipment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know why nu-
clear cleanup is being used by both par-
ties as a piggy bank. I absolutely don’t 
support those actions, and I will vote 
against those actions, but in doing so, 
I want to be clear that it is in the ap-
propriations process where cleanup 
money becomes real. 

Insufficient funding in the appropria-
tions process would have real and seri-
ous consequences on cleaning up these 
sites. The cleanup program simply can-
not sustain continued appropriation re-
ductions without jeopardizing progress, 
breaking legally binding commitments 
to States, and increasing long-term 
costs to taxpayers. 

Mr. Speaker, for 15 years I have 
worked in a bipartisan way to raise 
awareness of the Federal Government’s 
cleanup obligation and to remind my 
colleagues again that the effort at 
these sites helped us win both World 
War II and the Cold War. 

I will continue to stand up for clean-
up where needed. In doing so, I am de-
termined that the effort to promote 
cleanup be a bipartisan effort. 

With that, I thank my friend from 
Florida for yielding. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to a member of the 
Committee on Armed Services, the 
gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms. GIF-
FORDS). 

b 2000 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of this bill and to 
praise Chairman SKELTON and Ranking 
Member MCKEON as well as the chair-
men and ranking members of the sub-
committees on Armed Services and es-
pecially the staff for getting this bill 
right. 

This week we’re having a great de-
bate about energy in our country. Most 
Americans don’t realize that the De-
partment of Defense is responsible for 
approximately 80 percent of all the en-
ergy used by the Federal Government. 
The final bill that we were able to pass 
out of committee this week includes 
groundbreaking language to encourage 
continued advances on responsible en-
ergy. Working with the Department, 
we included a series of new reporting 
requirements. We increase the use of 
electric and hybrid vehicles; we speed 
up the development of biofuels; and we 
encourage additional investment and 

use of geothermal energy. We also 
made some commonsense decisions re-
garding our fighter aircraft fleet. As a 
committee working in a bipartisan 
manner, we set aside the rhetoric, and 
we took into account current and fu-
ture threats to balance the force. We 
sustained the current operational fleet. 
We supported additional F–22s re-
quested by our combatant com-
manders. We maintained robust F–35 
funding. And we provided additional 
flexibility for the Air Force to fill the 
impending fighter gap with less expen-
sive but quite capable 4.5 Generation 
fighters. 

I again congratulate Chairman SKEL-
TON, Ranking Member MCKEON and the 
committee staff for their hard work on 
this legislation. I strongly encourage 
my colleagues to support it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will note that the gentleman 
from Florida has 151⁄2 minutes remain-
ing, and the gentlewoman from Maine 
has 171⁄4 minutes. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this rule. I offered an amendment on 
Monday to address an injustice against 
the members of our armed services 
that were shut out from consideration 
by this rule. 

Briefly, my amendment would have 
given an across-the-board pay raise of 5 
percent to our military personnel. Ac-
cording to estimates made by the Con-
gressional Research Service, the pay 
gap between military personnel and ci-
vilians in comparable positions is 3 
percent. Given that the cost of living 
increase for 2010 is 2.9 percent, my 
amendment is an important first step 
to addressing this problem. Particu-
larly during a recession but really at 
any time it is unacceptable that our 
men and women in uniform receive less 
than their civilian counterparts. 

Recently I was in Afghanistan and 
had the opportunity to see firsthand 
the professionalism and the commit-
ment of our troops, what service they 
render to us, why are they being treat-
ed this way. I received assurances from 
the House Parliamentarian that my 
amendment was in order, and the Con-
gressional Budget Office said it com-
plies with all PAYGO requirements. I 
cannot understand why the majority 
would deny our troops the right to an 
up-or-down vote or, at the very least, a 
debate that would at least bring out 
the issues. If we have time to debate an 
amendment that would require a study 
of the number of subcontractors used 
by the Department of Defense, we 
should have time to debate giving our 
troops a fair wage. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the second time 
that I’ve offered this amendment to in-
crease the pay of our troops and the 
second time that it has been denied. I 
would urge my colleagues to oppose 
this rule. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. DRIEHAUS), a member of 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. DRIEHAUS. I thank the gentle-
woman for this opportunity. 

There has been much talk about fis-
cal responsibility on the floor of this 
House, and I come to the floor to sup-
port the rule and support the bill. I 
support it because of the inclusion of 
the Joint Strike Fighter competitive 
engine program because when we talk 
about fiscal responsibility, it is 
through competition that we achieve 
fiscal responsibility. Since fiscal year 
2006, nearly $2.5 billion has been pro-
vided for the development of the Joint 
Strike Fighter competitive engine pro-
gram, and last month President Obama 
signed the Weapons Systems Acquisi-
tions Reform Act of 2009 into law. This 
supported an increased use of competi-
tion and defense procurement. The ex-
pected cost of the primary Joint Strike 
Fighter propulsion system has in-
creased by $1.8 billion while the com-
petitive engine program has not experi-
enced any cost growth at all. In fact, 
the contractor has indicated a willing-
ness to negotiate on fixed price terms 
for the remaining development and 
production of the competitive engine. 

We know that competition works. 
When we looked at the F–15 and F–16 in 
the 1970s, we found that the great en-
gine war brought lower prices, better 
engines, better competition, and more 
reliability. We have the same thing 
today with the Joint Strike Fighter; 
and in this bill we have included the 
competitive engine program, which is 
critical to the success of the Joint 
Strike Fighter engines. 

I urge you to support the rule be-
cause with it comes enhanced con-
tractor responsiveness, technological 
innovation, improved operation readi-
ness, and a more robust industrial base 
for the United States. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY). 

Mr. CONAWAY. I am going to oppose 
this rule and ask my colleagues also to 
oppose it based on what’s not in it. 

An amendment that I presented yes-
terday to the Rules Committee was not 
made in order; and consequently, the 
Members of this House will not be al-
lowed to take a stance on a very impor-
tant issue that our colleagues on the 
other end of the building, the Senators, 
have taken a stance on unanimously to 
oppose, the release of the detainee pho-
tographs. 

The President of the United States 
has said, listening to his field com-
manders, General Petraeus and General 
Odierno, that the release of these pho-
tographs would work to put Americans 
in danger, would be used at as a re-
cruiting tool and, in my view, might 
also be used by President Ahmadinejad 
to turn the pro-democracy protests 
going on in his country away from pro-
tests against Ahmadinejad and protests 
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against America, given the nature of 
these photographs. 

This is a discrete body of photo-
graphs taken between September 1, 
2001, to January 22, 2009, that have no 
business being released in the public 
arena. We need a legislative fix that 
would prevent the release of these pho-
tographs into the public arena; and my 
amendment, married up with an exact 
replica in the Senate, would have al-
lowed these photographs to be pro-
tected properly. 

The amendment would have pro-
tected on a rolling 3-year basis these 
photographs, certified by the Secretary 
of Defense that they would, in fact, be 
used as recruiting tools, and could be 
used to incite violence against Amer-
ican troops that might not otherwise 
be there should these photographs not 
be released. There is no good reason to 
release these photographs. 

I wish the Rules Committee would 
have allowed this debate. As our col-
league from Massachusetts said last 
night, For some reason we’re afraid of 
debate on this floor, the way the Rules 
Committee works. Why are we afraid 
to have this debate? It is unanimous on 
the other end of this building that they 
believe these photographs should be 
protected. The President has come out 
saying that it is appropriate to protect 
these photographs. And we’re not talk-
ing about forever. We’re simply talking 
about 3 years at a time to protect these 
photographs. I’m disappointed that the 
Rules Committee failed to allow the 
Members of this body to express their 
will, as opposed to the will of the chair-
man of the committee and maybe a 
couple of others who, in their judg-
ment, believe that these photographs 
should, in fact, be released. 

The courts have said that they recog-
nize the validity of the consequences 
that are set forth in General Petraeus’ 
comments as well as General Odierno’s 
comments to the courts. The other side 
can simply say they believe it is better 
to have these photographs be used as 
recruitment tools for al Qaeda as well 
as the other ill uses that they will be 
put to. 

It’s unfortunate the Rules Com-
mittee, led by the chairman, ruled this 
way. As a consequence, I will be voting 
against this rule, and I ask my col-
leagues to vote likewise. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank the gentle-
woman for the time. 

I rise today to support my colleague, 
Chairman BARNEY FRANK. I am equally 
or even more disappointed than he is 
that his amendment on the F–22 fund-
ing was not made in order for the de-
fense authorization debate. 

There is absolutely no need for addi-
tional funding for this flawed program. 
The Cold War is over. The existing 187 
F–22 planes have already cost the 
United States a total of $65.1 billion; 
and while this bill only includes $369 
million for advanced procurement, the 

total amount for 12 additional F–22s 
will run $2 billion. 

Think of what we could do with $2 
billion in the United States of Amer-
ica. We have schools that are in need. 
We have a health care system that’s 
broken. We have to move on with our 
global warming program. Mr. Speaker, 
$2 billion would help any one of those 
issues. The F–22 has never been used in 
Iraq or Afghanistan. It is absolutely 
not necessary or useful in counterin-
surgency operations. The existing 187 
that we have right now are actually 
adequate for any single contingency 
that could happen in the United States 
of America. Both civilian and military 
leadership of the Pentagon support 
ending production at 187, including the 
President of the United States. The 
idea that this House will not have a 
chance to have a full debate on Chair-
man FRANK’s amendment is unaccept-
able, and this rule is truly flawed. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes 
to my friend, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. BROUN. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. I rise today in 
adamant opposition to this rule. 

This is one of many rules which do 
nothing but censor our side from being 
able to put forth amendments that 
make sense, that cut the size of the 
Federal Government, that cut the size 
of the huge growth in Federal spend-
ing. 

Now under the Constitution, national 
defense should be and must be the 
major function of the Federal Govern-
ment. We have to have a strong na-
tional Federal defense, and we have to 
have the experts tell us how that 
comes about. We need to have the ex-
perts tell us what defense systems are 
needed, such as the F–22. 

The prior speaker was talking about 
how it’s unneeded and how those funds 
could be utilized for social programs, 
but I disagree. National defense should 
and must be the major function of the 
Federal Government. We need to fund 
our defense because we have people 
around this world, countries as well as 
the terrorists, who want to destroy 
what this country stands for. So we 
need to fund missile defense; we need 
to fund the F–22; we need to fund those 
defense programs as well as the re-
search and development that’s abso-
lutely critical to make sure that we 
stay a sovereign and a secure nation. 

But also many Republican amend-
ments were submitted. In fact, I sub-
mitted some myself. But the majority 
decided to stifle our ability to be able 
to bring those amendments to the 
floor, to talk about things that Mem-
bers of Congress think are very impor-
tant in this bill. But we were hushed. 
Our voices were quieted. Why? Because 
we have a steamroller of socialism 
that’s being forced down the throats of 
the American people. We’re trying very 
hard on our side to stop the outrageous 
spending. We’re trying on our side to 
have a fiscally responsible government, 

not only in defense spending but also 
all across the board. We have an energy 
tax that’s being proposed just this 
week that’s going to cost jobs. It’s 
going to put people literally out of 
work. It’s going to raise the cost of 
food, medicine and all goods and serv-
ices in this Nation. 

Unfortunately, over and over again 
we’ve seen this majority, the leader-
ship of this Congress, prevent Repub-
lican proposals from being brought to 
this floor, from being debated, from 
being presented to the American public 
for public examination and for us to be 
able to debate them. But we’ve been 
censored, and it’s wrong. The American 
public needs to stand up and say ‘‘no.’’ 
I very adamantly encourage my col-
leagues to say ‘‘no’’ to this rule. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. HARMAN), the 
Chair of the Homeland Security Sub-
committee on Intelligence. 

Ms. HARMAN. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
rule and the underlying bill and com-
mend Chairman SKELTON and Ranking 
Member MCKEON for moving another 
unanimous bipartisan authorization 
bill out of their committee. As a 
former member of the House Armed 
Services Committee, I admire the bi-
partisan way in which the committee 
operates. My aerospace-centric con-
gressional district is grateful too. 
Thanks too to Personnel Sub-
committee Chair SUSAN DAVIS and her 
staff for working with me on an issue 
of paramount importance, the epidemic 
of rape and sexual assault in the mili-
tary. 

Mr. Speaker, the math is shocking. 
Women who serve in the U.S. military 
are more likely to be raped by a fellow 
soldier than killed by enemy fire in 
Iraq. 

b 2015 
Only 317 out of the 2,763 subjects in-

vestigated during fiscal year 2008 were 
referred to courts martial. That’s 11 
percent, a figure far below civilian 
prosecution rates where 40 percent of 
those arrested for rape are prosecuted. 

DOD must close the gaps in prosecu-
tion and remove obstacles to legal en-
forcement. Effective investigation and 
prosecution are the keys to turning 
this epidemic around, by drawing 
bright red lines around unacceptable 
conduct. 

This bill includes language from a 
resolution I authored with our col-
league MIKE TURNER, who has been a 
champion on this issue; and I thank 
him for his hard work. Our provision 
calls for review of DOD’s capacity and 
infrastructure to investigate and pros-
ecute sexual assault and rape cases and 
to identify any deficiencies. The legis-
lation also requires that DOD develop a 
sexual assault prevention plan for Con-
gress’ review. This would include ac-
tion plans for reducing the number of 
sexual assaults and timelines for im-
plementation of the program. DOD 
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would be required to develop a mecha-
nism to measure the effectiveness of 
its prevention program. 

While this bill is commendable and 
includes good steps towards elimi-
nating rapists in the ranks, I believe 
we can do even more. We must build on 
these efforts and insist on real ac-
countability from the chain of com-
mand. And a major step toward eradi-
cating rape in the military is making 
sure that blue-on-blue attacks are pun-
ished. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a force protec-
tion issue and a moral issue. Congress 
and DOD must do better. And when our 
colleague JOHN MCHUGH becomes Army 
Secretary, I urge him to pursue the 
issue and support the Army’s impres-
sive ‘‘I am strong’’ campaign initiated 
by his predecessor, our former col-
league, Pete Geren. I urge an ‘‘aye’’ 
vote. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this rule. 

This body at this time sits under a 
cloud. We have investigations from the 
Justice Department and an investiga-
tion by our own Ethics Committee into 
the intersection between campaign 
contributions and earmarks. More spe-
cifically, earmarks that go to for-profit 
companies, sole-source contracts, no- 
bid contracts, that’s what earmarks 
basically are, that are going to, in par-
ticular, defense contractors. And then 
contributions come back from individ-
uals who represent those groups and 
the lobbyists who represent those 
groups, so-called ‘‘circular fund-
raising.’’ That’s being investigated, as 
I mentioned, by the Justice Depart-
ment and our own Ethics Committee. 

And yet this rule will set in motion a 
process by which we will approve more 
than 300 in this bill alone, 300 ear-
marks, no-bid contracts, for private 
companies, for-profit companies. 
Again, in this legislation, if this rule is 
approved, this legislation will provide 
more than 600 earmarks, more than 
half of which, over 300 of which, rep-
resent no-bid contracts to private com-
panies. We simply cannot continue to 
do this, Mr. Speaker. 

I offered an amendment that would 
prohibit Members from giving ear-
marks or no-bid contracts to their 
campaign contributors. That amend-
ment was not ruled in order. It should 
have been. We should as a body decide 
that we cannot continue this practice. 
We need to remove the cloud that 
hangs over this body that rains on Re-
publicans and Democrats alike. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY). 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I read 
this evening with interest the Presi-
dent of the United States has threat-
ened to veto the Defense bill if the ad-

ditional funding exists for F–22 fighter 
planes. 

Mr. Speaker, the President is abso-
lutely right. And the real problem 
today is that opportunity to vote 
against those unnecessary planes are 
not allowed in this rule. In the end we 
have to stop spending more and start 
spending smarter. 

I was extremely disappointed to learn 
that the administration’s recommenda-
tion to halt the F–22 program was over-
ridden. 187 F–22 Raptor fighter jets are 
not enough? The Raptor has not even 
been deployed to Iraq or Afghanistan, 
our two largest military fronts. 

While I am not an expert on defense 
procurement, our Defense Secretary, 
Robert Gates, is. So I tend to believe 
him when he said that the notion of 
not buying 60 more F–22s imperils the 
national security of the United States 
is ‘‘completely nonsense.’’ 

We are far and away the most supe-
rior air force in the world. Why would 
we pour billions more into an area 
where we already dominate and con-
tinue to support an aircraft that is not 
suited to the current battlefields in 
which we fight? We have to invest in 
low-tech equipment such as unmanned 
drones, which are effective in those 
areas of conflict. 

And always remember that every de-
fense dollar spent to bolster an area 
where we already dominate is a dollar 
we don’t have to spend to take care of 
our soldiers, strengthen our forces, and 
improve in areas where we may be vul-
nerable and our soldiers may be vulner-
able. 

Again, we have to simply stop spend-
ing more and start spending smarter. 
Our soldiers deserve it. The taxpayers 
deserve it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I thank my friend from Maine 
and I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your 
courtesy, and I want to thank all who 
have come to participate in this de-
bate. This legislation enjoys extraor-
dinarily wide bipartisan support. 

It’s unfortunate that the rule that 
brings it to the floor is not fair. As I 
pointed out, it makes about two-thirds 
of the amendments that were intro-
duced to the Rules Committee from the 
majority party in order and only about 
one-third of the amendments presented 
or introduced, proposed for debate by 
Members of the minority party. That’s 
not fair. And it maintains a pattern 
that obviously we have seen deepened, 
augmented significantly in a very wor-
risome way in the appropriations proc-
ess, where for the first time all of the 
appropriations bills are being brought 
to the floor under restrictive rules. We 
have had significant debate, but that’s 
something that is also unfair and un-
fortunate, and it diminishes the rights 
of each of the Members of this House. 

So I do think it’s important we get to 
debate on legislation, in this case, this 
authorization of the Armed Forces leg-
islation that enjoys such widespread 
bipartisan support. 

So once again, opposing the rule and 
opposing the previous question, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my friend from Florida (Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART) for the dialogue 
that we have had here on the floor to-
night. 

Mr. Speaker, the rule before us today 
will continue the open debate that was 
held on committee, some of which con-
tinue tonight, and further our efforts 
to find solutions to those pressing 
problems. 

In particular, this rule adds the text 
of H.R. 2990 to the underlying bill, 
which funds a 1-year expansion of con-
current receipts for retired veterans, 
extends retention bonuses and special 
pay authorities for enlisted service-
members and funds provisions in the 
Federal Retirement Reform Act of 2009. 

I would like to thank the Chair, 
Chairman SKELTON, Ranking Member 
MCKEON, and all my colleagues on the 
House Armed Services Committee for 
their tireless work on this bill. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO 
THE PUBLIC INTEREST DECLAS-
SIFICATION BOARD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 703(c) of the Public In-
terest Declassification Act of 2000 (50 
U.S.C. 435 note) and the order of the 
House of January 6, 2009, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
the following member on the part of 
the House to the Public Interest De-
classification Board for a term of 3 
years: 

Mr. David Skaggs, Longmont, Colo-
rado 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
NORTH KOREA—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 111–52) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 
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Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the national emergency, 
declared in Executive Order 13466 of 
June 26, 2008, is to continue in effect 
beyond June 26, 2009. 

The current existence and risk of the 
proliferation of weapons-usable fissile 
material on the Korean Peninsula con-
stitute a continuing unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States. For these reasons, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency and maintain 
certain restrictions with respect to 
North Korea and North Korean nation-
als that would otherwise have been lift-
ed in Proclamation 8271 of June 26, 
2008. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 24, 2009. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 573 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2892. 

b 2028 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2892) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Homeland Security for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. 
ALTMIRE (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 1 printed in part D of House 
Report 111–183, offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) had 
been postponed and the bill had been 
read through page 93, line 12. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part A 
by Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

Amendment No. 5 printed in part B 
by Mr. LEWIS of California. 

Amendment No. 8 printed in part B 
by Mr. KING of New York. 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part B 
by Mr. BILIRAKIS of Florida. 

Amendment No. 3 printed in part B 
by Mr. KING of Iowa. 

Amendment No. 2 printed in part B 
by Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 

Amendment No. 7 printed in part B 
by Mr. POE of Texas. 

Amendment No. 4 printed in part B 
by Mr. KING of Iowa. 

Amendment No. 6 printed in part B 
by Mr. NEUGEBAUER of Texas. 

Amendment No. 7 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 5 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 2 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part D 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 
NORTH CAROLINA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 345, noes 85, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 435] 

AYES—345 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 

Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 

McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—85 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 

Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 

Hensarling 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
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McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 

Radanovich 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 

Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Thornberry 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Davis (IL) 

Dicks 
Kennedy 
Kirk 

Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). Two 
minutes are remaining in this vote. 

b 2058 

Messrs. CALVERT, LEWIS of Cali-
fornia, ISSA, and EHLERS changed 
their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. WHITFIELD, CAMP, PITTS, 
REHBERG, WOLF, Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. 
BONO MACK, Ms. FALLIN, Messrs. 
SMITH of Nebraska, TERRY, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Messrs. ROE of Tennessee, BROWN of 
South Carolina, COFFMAN of Colo-
rado, MCCOTTER, HERGER, DEFAZIO, 
MCCARTHY of California, MAN-
ZULLO, DEAL of Georgia, WEST-
MORELAND, BOOZMAN, GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mrs. BLACKBURN, and Mr. 
KING of New York changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 

LEWIS OF CALIFORNIA 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 375, noes 55, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 436] 

AYES—375 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 

Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 

Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 

Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 

Israel 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 

Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 

Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 

Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wittman 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—55 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baldwin 
Berry 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Butterfield 
Carson (IN) 
Clarke 
Conyers 
Crowley 
DeGette 
Edwards (MD) 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fudge 
Grijalva 
Hastings (FL) 

Hinchey 
Hirono 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Jackson (IL) 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Lee (CA) 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Norton 
Olver 
Perlmutter 
Polis (CO) 

Price (NC) 
Sablan 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Speier 
Stark 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Watson 
Watt 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—9 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Davis (IL) 

Dicks 
Frank (MA) 
Kennedy 

Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2102 

Messrs. CARSON of Indiana and 
SNYDER changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
changed her vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF NEW YORK 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. KING) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 282, noes 148, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 437] 

AYES—282 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 

Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 

Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
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Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emerson 
Engel 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kilroy 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tonko 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Walden 
Wamp 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—148 

Adler (NJ) 
Andrews 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellsworth 

Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Filner 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Hastings (WA) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Luján 
Markey (CO) 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 

Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Napolitano 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pastor (AZ) 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schrader 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Welch 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—9 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Davis (IL) 

Dicks 
Frank (MA) 
Kennedy 

Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2106 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida and Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN of California changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 

BILIRAKIS 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 423, noes 6, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 438] 

AYES—423 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 

Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 

Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 

Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 

Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 

Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
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Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 

Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—6 

Clarke 
Conyers 

Edwards (MD) 
Grijalva 

Jackson (IL) 
Lee (CA) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Conaway 
Dahlkemper 

Dicks 
Frank (MA) 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2110 

Messrs. CUMMINGS and WELCH 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Madam Chairman, on 

rollcall No. 438, I voted, but it did not record. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF IOWA 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING), on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 240, noes 187, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 11, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 439] 

AYES—240 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 

Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 

Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 

Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Maffei 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—187 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 

Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 

Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fudge 
Gonzalez 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Heinrich 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kosmas 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McMahon 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 

Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

DeFazio 

NOT VOTING—11 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Dicks 
Frank (MA) 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Pierluisi 
Scott (GA) 

Spratt 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2114 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 

DUNCAN 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 134, noes 294, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 440] 

AYES—134 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 

Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 

Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Cassidy 
Castle 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:55 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00077 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24JN7.058 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7226 June 24, 2009 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (AK) 

NOES—294 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 

Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 

Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 

Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 

Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Boehner 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Dicks 
Frank (MA) 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Miller, George 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2117 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. POE 

OF TEXAS 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 202, noes 230, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 441] 

AYES—202 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 

Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Israel 
Issa 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kaptur 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Massa 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Ortiz 

Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—230 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Green, Al 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
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Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—7 

Boehner 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2121 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. KING 

OF IOWA 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 349, noes 84, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 442] 

AYES—349 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 

Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 

Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 

Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 

Halvorson 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Turner 

Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Waters 

Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—84 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Blumenauer 
Braley (IA) 
Capps 
Castor (FL) 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Farr 
Fudge 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 

Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Kaptur 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kucinich 
Lee (CA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Luján 
Markey (MA) 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McMahon 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Norton 
Olver 
Pierluisi 
Polis (CO) 

Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (MS) 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wexler 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—6 

Capuano 
Christensen 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2124 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida changed 
his vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. WELCH, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. MCMAHON. Madam Chair, during roll-

call vote No. 442, I mistakenly recorded my 
vote as ‘‘no’’ when I should have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

I ask unanimous consent that my statement 
appear in the RECORD immediately following 
rollcall vote No. 442. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. 
NEUGEBAUER 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 113, noes 318, 
not voting 8, as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7228 June 24, 2009 
[Roll No. 443] 

AYES—113 

Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Cole 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—318 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 

Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Capuano 
Christensen 
Edwards (TX) 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 

Sullivan 
Towns 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2128 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 110, noes 322, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 444] 

AYES—110 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Graves 

Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Nye 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 

NOES—322 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 

Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7229 June 24, 2009 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Buyer 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2131 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 82, noes 348, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 445] 

AYES—82 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Blackburn 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Doggett 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Goodlatte 

Graves 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nye 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—348 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 

Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 

Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 

Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Boehner 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Kagen 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on this vote. 

b 2135 

Mr. WITTMAN changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 114, noes 317, 
not voting 8, as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7230 June 24, 2009 
[Roll No. 446] 

AYES—114 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Buyer 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Doggett 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 

Goodlatte 
Graves 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 

Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Neugebauer 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Speier 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Upton 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—317 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 

Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 

Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 

Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Boehner 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Hall (TX) 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2138 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 110, noes 318, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 447] 

AYES—110 

Austria 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Speier 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Walden 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—318 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 

Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7231 June 24, 2009 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 

Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Boehner 
Capuano 
Christensen 
Frank (MA) 

Gohmert 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Roybal-Allard 

Schrader 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2141 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART D AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 112, noes 320, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 448] 

AYES—112 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 

Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Speier 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—320 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 

Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Boehner 
Capuano 
Christensen 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 2145 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIR. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department 

of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 
2010’’. 

The CHAIR. There being no further 
amendments, under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
TAUSCHER) having assumed the chair, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2892) making appropriations for 
the Department of Homeland Security 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2010, and for other purposes, pursuant 
to House Resolution 573, she reported 
the bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted by the Com-
mittee of the Whole. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7232 June 24, 2009 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 573, 
the question on adoption of the amend-
ments will be put en gros. 

The question is on the amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 

Speaker, I move that the vote on the 
amendments be divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will respond by reading from 
House Resolution 573. 

The Chair is reading from page 3, line 
11: 

In case of sundry amendments reported 
from the Committee, the question of their 
adoption shall be put to the House en gros 
and without intervening demand for division 
of the question. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I move that the amendments 
be divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has just read the rule saying that 
the amendments en gros may not be di-
vided. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Parliamen-

tary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, isn’t it true that rules rou-
tinely provide for a separate vote to be 
allowed when the Committee rises on 
amendments being offered in the Com-
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will not compare this rule to 
other rules. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further par-
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, if a Member voted ‘‘no’’ on 
one amendment and ‘‘yes’’ on another 
amendment and wanted the oppor-
tunity to have a separate vote on those 
two amendments, my understanding is 
that the ruling of the Chair and the 
rule prohibits a separate vote on those 
two amendments; is that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair does not respond to hypothetical 
questions. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, further parliamentary in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. If I desired a 
vote on two separate amendments, is 
there a way under the rule for that to 
be accomplished? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will read the rule again. Page 3, 
line 11: 

In case of sundry amendments reported 
from the Committee, the question of their 
adoption shall be put to the House en gros 
and without intervening demand for division 
of the question. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry, Madam Speaker. 

It is my understanding that this type 
of rule has never been utilized before. 
Is the Speaker aware of that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will not serve as historian. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. In its 
present form, I am. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Rogers of Kentucky moves to recom-

mit the bill H.R. 2892 to the Committee on 
Appropriations with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

On page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’. 

On page 52, line 19, after the first dollar 
amount insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

On page 52, line 21, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 
Speaker, since the majority has shut 
out nearly all the minority from offer-
ing legitimate and well-reasoned 
amendments, I offer this motion to re-
commit. 

The motion is straightforward. It 
would simply add $50 million to the E- 
Verify program. This program allows 
an employer to call and verify that an 
applicant for a job is not an illegal im-
migrant. For months the administra-
tion and this majority have delayed, 
diminished and ultimately dismissed 
the government-run employee verifica-
tion system under the guise that the 
system is inaccurate, costly, and sus-
ceptible to error and identity theft. 
However, E-Verify is accurate 99-plus 
percent of the time. In my book, 99 per-
cent accuracy, especially when we’re 
talking about jobs and security, is a 
pretty good statistic. 

Having said that, this motion would 
ensure beyond a shadow of a doubt 
complete and total accuracy of E- 
Verify. No longer can opponents of E- 
Verify hide behind concerns about in-
correct readings or system errors. This 
motion simply directs $50 million in 
this bill to improve on a system that 
the current Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity had the good sense to adopt in 
her home State when she was governor 
2 years ago. 

E-Verify ensures that a legitimate 
worker has a legitimate shot at a job. 
If we can’t help our citizenry in this, 

what are we doing here? Second, it’s a 
tool to prevent illegitimate workers 
from working in secure areas; airport 
runways, military bases, Federal build-
ings, train yards and so forth. Contin-
ued opposition to this creates a secu-
rity vulnerability we simply can’t af-
ford. We have record-level unemploy-
ment in this country, and we have 
Americans who want to work, yet we 
continue to drag our feet and delay 
both an economic tool and a homeland 
security tool. 

So let’s get past the rhetoric. Let’s 
add sufficient funds to ensure even 
greater accuracy, capacity and over-
sight to prevent the risk of identity 
theft. Madam Speaker, $50 million is 
just one-third of the raise the depart-
mental headquarters gives itself under 
this bill. So let’s give Americans at 
least a fighting chance at a job and en-
sure that our government and U.S. 
businesses are employing legitimate 
American workers. 

I yield to my colleague from Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, as 
the original author of E-Verify, I would 
like to report tonight we have over 
135,000 employers throughout the 
United States that are using E-Verify 
every day successfully. Millions of em-
ployees have gone through that system 
to make sure that the workforce that 
they’re employing is a legal workforce. 
As a former employer in the restaurant 
business, I can tell you, I wish I had 
that system available to me. Adding 
this $50 million will make sure E- 
Verify is accurate. It’s already 99 per-
cent accurate. That’s pretty good for 
government work. We can make it even 
more accurate. We need to make sure 
that jobs in this country go to people 
who are here legally. This is an oppor-
tunity for the House to vote for this 
motion to recommit that will make 
sure that Americans who are looking 
for jobs will have the opportunity to 
find one. 

So I would ask all my colleagues, 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this motion to recom-
mit. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman for those remarks. Give 
Americans a job. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in opposition to the mo-
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, let me say at the outset that 
I understand Members will make their 
own decision about this amendment, 
and I’m not going to presume to rec-
ommend a ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ vote. But I 
am going to say a few things which 
need to be said and give a few facts 
about the impact of this motion and 
about this program, which I hope will 
help Members make this decision. 

It is ironic, given the amount of dis-
cussion we’ve heard tonight about how 
harmful the deficit is, to suddenly be 
told that a program that’s already 
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growing at 12 percent a year, well 
above inflation, needs to be increased. 

Let me just remind Members of what 
the figures look like. This E-Verify 
program was funded in the ’08 fiscal 
year at $60 million. It’s funded this 
year at $100 million. It will be funded 
next year, according to our bill, at $112 
million. Yet as of the end of April, the 
program had not obligated 70 percent 
of its 2009 budget, even though the fis-
cal year was more than half over. A 
third of the funds from the last year of 
the Bush administration also remain 
unobligated. So this doesn’t look like a 
situation where throwing money at the 
program will solve its problems since 
the program obviously cannot spend 
the funds it currently has bankrolled. 

Now it is true that the E-Verify sys-
tem has problems, particularly with 
falsely telling an unacceptable number 
of U.S. citizens that they cannot work. 
We provide ample money in this bill to 
work on those problems. However, the 
2010 budget funds the entire $112 mil-
lion request for the E-Verify system. It 
also, by the way, extends the program’s 
authorization by 2 years. The addi-
tional funding already provided in the 
bill will allow the DHS managers of E- 
Verify to improve oversight and audit-
ing of the program to address technical 
difficulties that hamper its success. 
There is absolutely no indication that 
taking this $112 million budget figure 
to $162 million would accomplish any-
thing except decimating the top ranks 
of DHS by way of this costly offset. 

With the amendments that have been 
adopted here today, including this one, 
we would have cut $120 million below 
the administration’s request for the Of-
fice of the Undersecretary for Manage-
ment. A cut like this would fall hardest 
on important initiatives, which this 
House has backed in a bipartisan fash-
ion: to improve departmental security, 
to train workers to meet the depart-
ment’s acquisition needs, to tighten 
oversight of DHS’s major procure-
ments, and to ensure classified pro-
grams aren’t wasting taxpayer dollars 
or accidentally leaking classified infor-
mation through the procurement proc-
ess. It is a massive and devastating 
cut, not a free ride, not in the least. 
Members can make their own decision. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam 

Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
recommit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of H.R. 2892; ordering 
the previous question on H. Res. 572; 

adopting H. Res. 572, if ordered; and ap-
proving the Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 193, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 449] 

AYES—234 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Maffei 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—193 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 

Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 

Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 

Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 

Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—6 

Capuano 
Kennedy 

Lewis (GA) 
Lucas 

Stupak 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Less than 2 minutes remain 
on this vote. 

b 2215 

Mr. SESTAK changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER and Messrs. ADLER of 
New Jersey, KANJORSKI and HODES 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, pursuant to the instructions 
of the House in the motion to recom-
mit, I report the bill, H.R. 2892, back to 
the House with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PRICE of North 

Carolina: 
On page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’. 
On page 52, line 19, after the first dollar 

amount insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7234 June 24, 2009 
On page 52, line 21, after the dollar amount 

insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 389, nays 37, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 450] 

YEAS—389 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 

Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 

Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 

Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 

Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—37 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Campbell 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 

Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Hall (TX) 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 

Linder 
McClintock 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—7 

Capuano 
Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 

Murphy (CT) 
Sessions 
Stupak 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are less than 2 min-
utes remaining on this vote. 

b 2223 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2647, NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO). The unfinished business is 
the vote on ordering the previous ques-
tion on House Resolution 572, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 245, nays 
181, not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 451] 

YEAS—245 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 

Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 

McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
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Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 

Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 

Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—181 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (MA) 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Buyer 
Capuano 
Coble 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Stupak 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 2230 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts 
changed his vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 222, nays 
202, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 452] 

YEAS—222 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Boccieri 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 

Oberstar 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—202 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 

Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 

Bean 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 

Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Farr 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 

Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Obey 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stark 
Stearns 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Capuano 
Coble 
Hinojosa 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Slaughter 

Stupak 
Sullivan 
Waxman 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Two minutes are left on this 
vote. 

b 2238 

Mr. KIND of Wisconsin changed his 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the 
Journal, which the Chair will put de 
novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 
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Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-

nal stands approved. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2996, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR, ENVIRONMENT, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

Mr. POLIS, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 111–184) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 578) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2996) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Inte-
rior, environment, and related agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2010, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 2647 and to insert extraneous ma-
terial thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 572 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2647. 

b 2241 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2647) to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2010 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year 
2010, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
ALTMIRE in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 

SKELTON) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2647, the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2010. The 
House Armed Services Committee 
brings before the House a bill reported 
out of committee by a vote of 61–0. 
This consensus was achieved after a 
great deal of hard work. Our mark 
lasted almost 17 hours. We considered 

129 amendments; we adopted 107 of 
them. We had an excellent debate on 
the issues in the best traditions of our 
committee. I am confident we will have 
a similar experience here in the full 
House. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to be 
joined in support of the bill by my 
friend and my partner, BUCK MCKEON. I 
am thrilled that he is our ranking 
member, and I commend him for jump-
ing in head first on his first official day 
on the job, which of course was a full 
day for our markup. He has been a very 
able and constructive partner as well 
as, when required, a skilled opponent. I 
must, however, mention our esteemed 
colleague, JOHN MCHUGH, who has 
agreed to become the Secretary of the 
Army, but who leaves our committee 
having established a lasting legacy, es-
pecially on issues of personnel. 

In this debate we will consider, and I 
am confident that we will adopt, an 
amendment that is sponsored by both 
Mr. MCKEON and me that is a tribute to 
the work of JOHN MCHUGH on our com-
mittee. 

Likewise, I must thank the sub-
committee chairmen and ranking 
members who contributed so much on 
this bill. They did their homework, and 
I am pleased with the outcome of our 
efforts. They solved almost every prob-
lem set out for them, and they accom-
plished a lot of good government at the 
same time. 

b 2245 

They were ably assisted by our com-
mittee staff, the amazing professionals 
in the Office of the Legislative Coun-
sel, and the Office of the Parliamen-
tarian. 

This bill authorizes $550.5 billion in 
budget authority for the Department of 
Defense and the national security pro-
grams of the Department of Energy. 
The bill also authorizes $130 billion to 
support ongoing military operations in 
Iraq and Afghanistan during fiscal year 
2010. These amounts are essentially 
equal to the President’s budget request 
for items in the jurisdiction of our 
committee. 

H.R. 2647 reflects the Congress’ deep 
commitment to supporting American 
servicemembers and providing the nec-
essary resources to keep Americans 
safe. The bill provides our military per-
sonnel with a 3.4 percent pay raise, an 
increase of .5 percent above the Presi-
dent’s request. The bill also includes a 
number of initiatives to support mili-
tary families. In this, the Year of the 
Military Family, we provide funds to 
establish a Center for Care for military 
members and their families. We also 
increase the weight allowance for sen-
ior noncommissioned officers, and au-
thorize the transportation of a second 
vehicle for members who are changing 
stations from or to a nonforeign area 
outside the United States. The bill also 
provides funding to enhance the Health 
Professions Scholarship program for 
mental health providers to support the 
troops and their families. 

The mark fully funds the President’s 
budget request for military training, 
equipment, maintenance, and facilities 
upkeep. By doing so, the committee 
continues its efforts to address readi-
ness shortfalls that have developed 
over the past 8 years. 

To address some of these concerns in 
this mark, we have added $1.6 billion to 
operation and maintenance, including 
$395 million for Navy aviation and ship 
depot maintenance, $762 million to 
achieve 100 percent of the requirement 
for sustainment of facilities, including 
the Department of Defense schools, 
which, by the way, are excellent, and 
$450 million to improve the quality of 
Army training barracks. 

The war in Afghanistan is a critical 
mission that is finally getting the at-
tention it demands, and I’ve been say-
ing that for quite some time. To ensure 
our strategy in both countries is effec-
tive and achieves the intended goals 
within well-defined timelines, the bill 
requires the President to assess Amer-
ican efforts and regularly report on 
progress. It also authorizes the new 
Pakistan Counter-Insurgency Fund to 
allow our commanders to help Paki-
stan quickly and more effectively go 
after the terrorists in their safe ha-
vens. 

On Iraq, the committee supports the 
President’s policy while also upholding 
the Congress’ responsibility to provide 
oversight to the process of drawing 
down the mountain of material pur-
chased, transported and built up in 
Iraq at tremendous expense to the tax-
payer. 

In the area of nonproliferation, the 
bill increases funding and creates new 
authorities to strengthen the Depart-
ment of Defense’s Cooperative Threat 
Reduction program. The bill also fully 
supports the Department of Energy’s 
nonproliferation programs, and adds 
substantial funding in support of the 
President’s plan to secure and remove 
all known vulnerable nuclear materials 
that can be used for weapons. 

The bill takes additional steps on ac-
quisition reform beyond what we did in 
the bill on weapons acquisition which 
was enacted and signed into law by the 
President last month. 

It also ensures that the Quadrennial 
Defense Review currently being under-
taken by the Department of Defense 
both complies with the law and gives 
Congress the insight it needs to make 
judgments about force structure and 
programmatic changes. 

In summary, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
this bill can be supported by every 
Member of this House. I recognize that 
some who have deep objections to cur-
rent defense policy on various issues 
may feel compelled maybe to oppose 
the bill. That’s their right, of course. 
But even in most of those cases, I be-
lieve that solid progress is made in this 
bill toward protecting our national se-
curity in the right way. 

I ask Members to vote for H.R. 2647, 
for our troops and their families, and 
for a strong national defense for our 
Nation. 
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The object of our affection, Mr. 

Chairman, are the young men and 
young women in uniform who do pro-
fessional, outstanding work for our 
country. This bill helps them in their 
efforts. All of us are proud of them, and 
I hope that the vote on this bill, when 
we vote tomorrow, will reflect that 
pride in the military of the United 
States of America. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, as legislators, we 
meet once again to address the wide 
range of important national security 
issues undertaken by the Departments 
of Defense and Energy. 

We all take our legislative respon-
sibilities very seriously. This is espe-
cially true during a time of war, and it 
is always true of my good friend and 
colleague, Armed Services Committee 
chairman IKE SKELTON. 

I would be remiss, Mr. Chairman, 
without saying a word about the out-
going ranking member, JOHN MCHUGH. 
I know we all agree that this com-
mittee, this Congress, and the 23rd Dis-
trict of New York will all miss the 
leadership of JOHN MCHUGH. I look for-
ward to speaking more about JOHN 
later in our debate. 

As a result of Chairman SKELTON’s 
tireless efforts to put forward this bill, 
our committee reported out the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010 last Wednesday. The 
vote was unanimous, 61–0. 

Consistent with the longstanding bi-
partisan practice of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, this bill reflects our 
committee’s continued strong support 
for the brave men and women of the 
United States Armed Forces. 

This legislation acknowledges that 
the United States has a vital national 
security interest in ensuring that Af-
ghanistan does not once again become 
a safe haven for terrorists, supports a 
comprehensive counterinsurgency 
strategy that is adequately resourced 
and funded by Congress, and calls on 
the President to provide our U.S. mili-
tary commanders with the military 
forces they require in order to succeed. 

In Iraq, the committee ensures the 
Congress will support the President’s 
plan to redeploy combat forces while 
providing our commanders on the 
ground the flexibility to hold hard- 
fought security gains and ensure the 
safety of our forces. 

Mr. Chairman, we owe our soldiers, 
sailors, airmen and marines the very 
best available equipment, training and 
support in order to provide them with 
the best possible tools to undertake 
their missions and return safely. The 
provisions that are already in this bill 
go a considerable way in dem-
onstrating this support, but we can, 
and should, improve it. 

Congress, and particularly the Armed 
Services Committees in both Cham-
bers, has the unmistakable obligation 
to ensure that the Department of De-

fense develops and deploys defensive 
capabilities that protect the American 
people, our forward-deployed forces, 
and our allies. This includes promising 
programs in the areas of missile de-
fense. 

In a year where Iran and North Korea 
have demonstrated the capability and 
intent to pursue long-range ballistic 
missiles and nuclear weapons pro-
grams, elements of genuine national 
security threat, this bill endorsed re-
ductions to capabilities that would pro-
vide a comprehensive missile defense 
system to protect the U.S. homeland, 
our forward-deployed troops, and our 
allies. 

We need to take steps that would re-
verse the administration’s 35 percent 
reduction to a critical component of 
the national missile defense system lo-
cated in Alaska and California, which 
is designed as a last line of defense to 
protect the U.S. homeland. It’s unfor-
tunate that we’ve been forced to trade 
national missile defense capabilities 
for more theater missile defense. Both 
are necessary, and both could have 
been adequately funded without such 
deep cuts. 

Building on the Weapons Acquisition 
Reform bill that the President signed 
in May, this legislation takes a number 
of important steps on major weapons 
programs. I am pleased that this bill 
provides $368.8 million in advance pro-
curement funding for 12 additional F– 
22s. Keeping the F–22 production line 
open is not only necessary to meet 
military requirements, but also sus-
tains a critical sector of the defense in-
dustrial base and provides over 95,000 
direct and indirect jobs at a time when 
our economy is struggling through a 
recession. 

As a Nation, we owe more than our 
gratitude to the brave men and women 
in uniform and their families, past and 
present, for the sacrifices they make to 
protect our freedom. I am pleased that 
this legislation includes a 3.4 percent 
pay raise, which is half a percentage 
point above the President’s request. I 
commend and thank Chairman SKEL-
TON for working to address the concur-
rent receipt in the suspension bill ad-
dressed earlier today. However, I re-
main concerned that we were not able 
to fund payments to military surviving 
spouses by repealing the ‘‘widow’s tax’’ 
and allowing access to TRICARE for 
Guard and Reserve members who re-
ceive earlier retirement. If this is truly 
to be the Year of the Military Family, 
we must make it a priority to fund 
these programs, too. 

One of the few areas where there is 
disagreement within our committee is 
detainee policy. These are differences 
that I believe need to be debated and 
given a vote within the full House. As 
you know, many Members believe the 
American people do not want detainees 
in Guantanamo brought to the sov-
ereign territory of our country. I am 
disappointed we will not debate amend-
ments dealing with the transfer or re-
lease of detainees from Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba into the United States. 

Finally, I strongly agree with many 
Members who believe that Congress 
should do everything possible to ensure 
that the detainee pictures presently 
subject to the Freedom of Information 
Act are not released. The President and 
our military commanders determined 
that these photos, if released, would 
risk the safety of U.S. forces in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. Given the over-
whelming support for this language in 
the Senate, I regret that we could not 
address this issue on the House floor 
today. 

As in years past, I believe that this 
legislation reflects many of the Armed 
Services Committee’s priorities in sup-
porting our Nation’s dedicated and cou-
rageous servicemembers. 

I thank Chairman SKELTON for put-
ting together an excellent bill and 
helping us to stay focused on delivering 
a bill that protects, sustains, and 
builds our forces. I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to improve 
and pass H.R. 2647. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, the 
Member I am about to yield to for 3 
minutes will be giving her last presen-
tation in this House, for she will be, 
very shortly, a member of the adminis-
tration within the State Department 
with a high-ranking position. We wish 
her well, as well as wishing her well in 
her upcoming marriage. 

I yield 3 minutes to my friend, my 
colleague, the distinguished chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Strategic 
Forces, the gentlelady from California 
(Mrs. TAUSCHER). 

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman, for those very kind words. It 
has been a pleasure to work with you 
and my colleagues on the committee 
and my colleagues in the House. Thank 
you for your patriotic service. 

I am pleased to rise in support of 
H.R. 2647, the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2010, and to 
summarize the portions of the bill 
drafted by the Strategic Forces Sub-
committee which I am proud to have 
chaired for the past 3 years. 

I want to thank my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, including Rank-
ing Member TURNER for his hard work 
and always good willingness to work in 
a bipartisan way. 

H.R. 2647 includes $14.3 billion for the 
Department of Energy national secu-
rity programs, not including nuclear 
nonproliferation programs, $9.3 billion 
for ballistic missile defense programs, 
the amount the President requested, 
and $11 billion for military space pro-
grams, including just over $9 billion for 
Air Force space programs. 

For Department of Energy national 
security programs, the bill authorizes 
$6.5 billion for nuclear weapons activi-
ties and $5 billion for the Defense Envi-
ronmental Cleanup. 

H.R. 2647 authorizes a new stock-
piling management program to provide 
better guidance to the National Nu-
clear Security Administration on the 
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maintenance of our nuclear weapons 
and to establish clear limits on that 
maintenance. The bill also adds a new 
requirement for lab-to-lab peer review 
called ‘‘Dual Validation’’ as part of the 
annual assessment of the nuclear 
stockpile. 

For missile defense, the bill author-
izes the President’s request of $9.3 bil-
lion overall, including nearly $8 billion 
for the Missile Defense Agency. The 
bill focuses on the highest priority 
threats and on making our missile de-
fense system more effective. As such, 
the bill shifts away from the capabili-
ties-based approach of the last few 
years, which meant that if a contractor 
said they could build it, MDA would 
fund it whether or not it addressed a 
current threat or whether or not the 
combatant commanders requested it. 
That approach yielded several early-to- 
need programs that fell behind sched-
ule and went way over budget and left 
us with ground-based interceptors in 
Alaska that we are currently spending 
millions of dollars to fix and upgrade. 

b 2300 
In contrast, as MDA Director General 

Patrick O’Reilly told our sub-
committee in May, the process leading 
up to this year’s request on missile de-
fense was the first that involved the 
combatant commanders in a meaning-
ful way and the first with a mature 
Missile Defense Evaluation Board in 
place. 

This more sensible process yielded a 
balanced, threat-based approach to 
missile defense. 

H.R. 2647 includes $1 billion to fur-
ther develop the Ground-based Mid-
course Defense system to defend 
against emerging long-range threats, 
and it includes a requirement to pre-
pare a sustainment and modernization 
program for the ground-based system. 

H.R. 2647 also substantially increases 
the deployment of proven missile de-
fense capabilities such as Aegis BMD 
and the Terminal High Altitude Area 
Defense, THAAD, which are designed to 
counter the ballistic missile threats 
our troops are most likely to face: 
Short, medium-range missiles. 

Over the next 5 years, the Aegis 
Standard Missile-3 inventory will grow 
from 133 to 325. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you 
again for working with me. I think this 
is a very good bill. I think we address 
the threats to our forward-deployed 
troops, our allies, and I hope my col-
leagues work with us to support the 
bill and get its passage. 

In military space programs, the mark builds 
on the bipartisan approach the subcommittee 
took in the last Congress. 

The bill makes reductions in programs with 
significant schedule and cost risks, including 
the Third Generation Infrared Satellite System 
and the High Integrity GPS program. 

The bill reflects the subcommittee’s support 
for the Operationally Responsive Space (ORS) 
program, and includes an increase of twenty- 
three point four million dollars to support the 
launch of the first ORS imaging satellite, ORS 
SAT–1. 

H.R. 2647 also requires the Secretary of 
Defense to submit a space science and tech-
nology strategy when the President submits 
the budget request to Congress. This provi-
sion will help guide the Administration and 
Congress as we approach major investment 
decisions in national security space. 

H.R. 2647 also provides a twelve month ex-
tension for the Congressional Commission on 
the Strategic Posture of the U.S., to allow the 
commission to review the strategic security 
issues addressed by the pending Nuclear Pos-
ture Review and Quadrennial Defense Re-
view. 

Finally, in intelligence-related matters, the 
bill recommends a funding increase to boost 
the focus and resources of the Intelligence 
Community devoted to analyzing foreign nu-
clear weapons capabilities, programs, and in-
tentions. 

H.R. 2647 also includes two important plan-
ning requirements related to intelligence. 

First, it requires the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Director of National Intel-
ligence and the Secretary of Defense, to pre-
pare a plan to maintain a robust foreign nu-
clear activities analysis capability in the DOE 
national labs. 

Second, it requires the Secretary of De-
fense, in consultation with the DNI, to assess 
foreign ballistic missile intelligence analysis 
gaps and shortfalls, and prepare a plan to ad-
dress such gaps. 

In sum, H.R. 2647 smartly tackles the crit-
ical national security priorities within the juris-
diction of the Strategic Forces Subcommittee. 
I strongly encourage my colleagues to support 
H.R. 2647. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
BARTLETT) the ranking member on the 
Air and Land Forces Subcommittee 
such time as he may consume. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Thank you. 
I would like to thank my good friend 

from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) the 
chairman of the Air and Land Forces 
Subcommittee, for his continued pro-
fessionalism and all the hard work that 
has taken place behind the scenes to 
get this bill done. This is not an easy 
process and the legislation before us re-
flects many difficult decisions. 

Once again, this bill places force-pro-
tection issues at the top of the priority 
list. It provides additional funds for the 
National Guard equipment account and 
the services’ unfunded priority lists. 
And the changes that this bill makes in 
regards to body armor is long overdue 
and will provide better protection for 
our war fighters for years to come. 

As I said during our oversight hear-
ings and subcommittee markup, there 
is no doubt that this budget and the de-
cisions that come along with it will 
fundamentally change the United 
States Air Force and Army. 

I see two problems. First, the budget 
should not drive the strategy. The 
strategy should be set, then the fund-
ing requirements are laid out in the 
budget that follows. It appears to me 
that in many cases funding limitations 
in the FY 2010 budget top line were the 
sole driver in major policy decisions. 

The second problem that I see is that 
instead of openly engaging the legisla-

tive branch on policy matters proposed 
for structure changes and the shifting 
requirements for major weapons plat-
forms, the executive branch has chosen 
to lock us out of those debates and tie 
our hands by unveiling sweeping policy 
changes buried under the guise of a 
budget request. 

A case in point is the joint cargo air-
craft. I have asked witnesses in the 
Army, the Air Force, the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense: What has 
changed? Why is this mission being 
moved out of the Army and solely over 
to the Air Force, when not 4 months 
ago we received the Quadrennial Roles 
and Missions Review Report that stat-
ed, ‘‘the option that provided most 
value to the joint force was to assign 
the C–27J to the Air Force and Army. ‘‘ 

None of them have been able to an-
swer the question, but all of them stat-
ed that there was no new study or anal-
ysis conducted that countered the ex-
isting plan or reduced the JROC recruit 
requirement for 78 joint cargo aircraft. 

What has happened as a result of all 
this is that the Congress is now left to 
debate the puts and takes in the budget 
when there has been no vetting of the 
underlying threat assumptions policy 
or strategy. This body, not the execu-
tive branch, is charged with a constitu-
tional mandate to raise and support ar-
mies and navies. I am extremely trou-
bled that these decisions have been 
made in a vacuum and appear at least 
on the surface to be informed by noth-
ing other than top-line budget pres-
sures. 

I want to be clear that my frustra-
tion is with the Department, not this 
bill. In fact, given the little informa-
tion that we have received, I believe 
our Members on both sides of the aisle 
and our really excellent staff have done 
an amazing job. As I said on many oc-
casions, the House Armed Services 
Committee has a long tradition of fo-
cusing on those issues that most im-
pact and help our brave men and 
women in uniform. And I, like all our 
Members on both sides of the aisle, am 
very proud to be serving on this com-
mittee. 

Finally I would like to briefly com-
ment on the Army’s Future Combat 
System. As we all know, the Secretary 
of Defense announced a decision to re-
structure the decision and terminate 
the Manned Ground Vehicles. Our com-
mittee has scrutinized the Future Com-
bat System program in a bipartisan 
manner since 2004. We have consist-
ently had concerns in regard to the 
survivability of the Manned Ground 
Vehicles, but we have never questioned 
the need for the Army to modernize 
and replace a combat vehicle fleet that 
is in excess of 30 years old. 

The problem that I have is there is 
still much information that we need 
from OSD so that we can make in-
formed decisions. As a result, we have 
been forced to make some very dif-
ficult decisions I would prefer to make 
with more information. 
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Again, on balance, this is a good bill, 

and I encourage all members to support 
it. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to my friend, my colleague 
from Texas, who is the distinguished 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Readiness, Mr. ORTIZ. 

Mr. ORTIZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I rise in support of H.R. 2647, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010. The bill before us 
today reflects our committee’s con-
tinuing efforts to reverse a decline in 
the readiness posture for Armed 
Forces. 

I would like to thank the ranking 
member from my subcommittee, my 
good friend, Mr. FORBES of Virginia, for 
his help in bringing together this excel-
lent bill. 

The United States military is, with-
out a doubt, the premier fighting force 
in the world. However, military leaders 
face significant challenges as they seek 
to fulfill the basic equipment and 
training needs. 

H.R. 2647 is dedicated to providing 
the necessary resources and authorities 
to help reverse declining trends in 
training and equipment readiness. H.R. 
2647 includes the following provisions 
to improve the overall state of the 
United States military readiness: 

It provides $13 billion for reset of 
Army and Marine Corps equipment, de-
ployment. It adds $762 million to fully 
sustain military base facilities and in-
frastructure, including Department of 
Defense schools. 

It adds $450 million for Army bar-
racks improvements and provides $440 
million to support National Guard and 
Reserve military construction pro-
grams. It adds $395 million to Navy 
depot maintenance accounts for ships 
and aircraft. 

It authorizes $90 million for energy 
conservation projects and encourages 
use of renewable energy and hybrid and 
electric vehicles. It requires a GAO re-
port on DOD’s approach to balancing 
the dueling requirements of troops. 

It includes a 1-year extension of pre-
mium pay for Federal civilian employ-
ees deployed to Iraq and Afghanistan, 
and it provides $4.7 billion for training 
opportunities for the Army. 

This bill also does many good things 
for south Texas. It provides additional 
space for the Army Reserve to ware-
house equipment in a controlled hu-
midity environment in Robstown, 
Texas. 

The bill also authorizes an energy 
demonstration project at Naval Air 
Station Kingsville that would reduce 
carbon emissions and provide a renew-
able source of free electricity. 

I support this bill, H.R. 2647, and am 
proud of what this bill does to restore 
strength to our military. 

My friends, this is a good bill that re-
flects our bipartisan desire to improve 
readiness and balance the many prior-
ities of our Armed Forces. 

I urge my colleagues and my friends 
to vote for this bill. 

Mr. MCKEON. I yield now to the gen-
tleman from Virginia, the sub-
committee ranking member on the 
readiness committee, Mr. FORBES, 3 
minutes. 

Mr. FORBES. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, for the opportunity to stand in 
support of this year’s defense policy 
bill. 

I would also like to express my sin-
cere appreciation for Chairman SKEL-
TON and Ranking Member MCKEON for 
their leadership and hard work in 
crafting a bipartisan bill that was 
unanimously supported by the Armed 
Services Committee. I would also like 
to thank the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. ORTIZ) for his friendship and the 
foresight with which he conducts the 
readiness subcommittee. 

This bill does much to address the 
readiness issues facing the Department 
of Defense by providing the Navy with 
$395 million to address both of the 
Navy’s shortfalls in ship repair and 
aviation maintenance. We have fully 
funded other key readiness accounts so 
that our men and women have the 
tools, training and equipment they 
need when they deploy to protect our 
Nation. 

I am pleased that this bill continues 
a steadfast commitment to fully fund-
ing the 2005 BRAC round for the Army, 
Air Force and Navy so that it can be 
completed by September 2011. However, 
I am deeply disappointed that the 
measure does not fully fund $350 mil-
lion for defense-wide BRAC projects, 
which includes the construction of crit-
ical military hospitals for our men and 
women in uniform. 

The amendment that was adopted by 
the full committee that led to this re-
duction will end up costing taxpayers 
more than $2 billion in 2010 alone, 
which is enough money to fully fund 
these critical health care facilities and 
restore $1.2 billion for comprehensive 
missile defense. Instead, this provision 
will lead to inflated wages in Guam, 
while taking American jobs from con-
struction projects in Texas, Maryland, 
and Virginia. 

That provision notwithstanding, 
there are many worthwhile provisions 
in this bill that will support our men 
and women in uniform, as well as the 
communities that support them. 

I am pleased that we have added $9 
billion above the President’s request to 
assist small businesses and allow them 
to compete for local defense contracts, 
an additional $65 million to provide aid 
to school districts impacted by mili-
tary families, and $20 million above the 
President’s request to assist the mili-
tary and conservation groups working 
together to protect against encroach-
ment at our military installations. 

All in all, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
that this is a good bill, and it will do 
much to support the readiness of our 
military. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to my friend, the distin-

guished chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Sea Power and Expeditionary 
Forces, the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. TAYLOR). 

Mr. TAYLOR. I very much want to 
thank our outstanding chairman, Mr. 
SKELTON for giving me this oppor-
tunity. 

I rise in support of H.R. 2647, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. As 
chairman of the Sea Power and Expedi-
tionary Forces Subcommittee, I am 
pleased to report to the House that this 
bill strengthens our Navy and Marine 
Corps by providing the necessary 
equipment for the brave young sailors 
and marines to carry out the tasks 
that our Nation requests of them. In 
all, this bill authorizes $38 billion for 
Navy and Marine Corps procurement, 
$19.6 billion for Navy and Marine Corps 
research and development efforts, $3.2 
billion for Navy and Marine Corps 
Overseas Contingency Operations, and 
$401.9 million for maintaining a robust 
United States merchant fleet. 

I believe that the balance between 
quality, capability, and affordability is 
met head on with the bill before the 
House tonight. The bill provides au-
thorization for the correct number of 
ships, planes and ground vehicles with 
the right capability to meet the threat, 
but with the recognition that unless 
equipment can be procured affordably, 
we will never be able to build our fleet 
or our air wings. That’s why, working 
in a bipartisan manner, the sub-
committee recommended and the full 
committee adopted our recommenda-
tion to grant multiyear procurement 
authority for the construction of DDG 
51 destroyer programs, the world’s best 
destroyer, and multiyear procurement 
authority to realize significant cost 
savings in the procurement of F/A 18 
Strike Fighters to repopulate our air 
wings on the decks of our carriers. 

In particular, the bill would author-
ize construction of eight new battle 
force vessels to include a Virginia 
Class submarine, three Littoral Com-
bat Ships, one DDG 51 Burke Class De-
stroyer, two T-AKE Dry Cargo Ammu-
nition Ships and one Joint High Speed 
Vessel. In addition to new construc-
tion, the bill would authorize procure-
ment of long lead material construc-
tion for seven additional vessels in 
coming years, most importantly, two 
submarines per year starting next 
year. 

The bill would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Navy to enter into 
multiyear contracts for the purchase of 
additional F/A 18 Superhornets and E/A 
18 Growlers. The bill contains over $100 
million in additional funding to buy 
long-lead equipment and materiel nec-
essary to continue production of these 
aircraft. 

These are the finest aircraft in the 
world today, save our own Air Force 
F22 Raptor. Since it’s unlikely that our 
Navy and Air Force will go to battle 
against themselves, that means the 
Superhornet is unmatched by any 
other strike fighter in the world. 
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We must always remember that the 

Navy and the Marine Corps are our Na-
tion’s 9–1–1 force; they can arrive any-
where in the world quickly with full 
combat power. They do not need weeks 
or months to ship and stage equipment. 
This is why the expeditionary force 
desperately needs more of these strike 
fighters. The bill will provide that ca-
pability. 

This bill would also continue vital re-
search and development efforts to en-
sure that our fleet maintains the tech-
nology and the superiority necessary 
to defeat all threats. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield an additional 
minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Most notably, ad-
vanced missile and advanced sub-
marine threats. The bill would fund the 
design and development of the next 
class of missile submarine, the next 
class of nuclear powered cruiser, and 
the next class of aircraft carriers. 

Finally, the bill authorizes the re-
sources necessary to maintain a robust 
United States Merchant Marine and 
authorizes $60 billion for the Title XI 
program. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank 
Captain Will Ebbs, Ms. Jeaness Simlar, 
Heath Pope, Doug Bush, and Jesse 
Tollson for their work in putting to-
gether this portion of the bill. I rec-
ommend it to the full House for its pas-
sage. 

b 2315 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Missouri has 12 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from California has 18 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the ranking member on the 
Terrorism Subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER). 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I do rise in 
support of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010. As 
the ranking member of the Terrorism 
and Unconventional Threats and Capa-
bilities Subcommittee, I think we have 
put together a good and an excellent 
mark. And I’d like to thank the chair-
man of the subcommittee for all of his 
cooperation in putting this together. 

The members of the subcommittee 
have worked hard to address the many 
issues that face special operations, in-
formation technology, and science and 
technology investments, just to name a 
few of the areas that our subcommittee 
has handled. 

We have provided important support 
to the Department’s effort to enhance 
NATO capabilities so that our forces do 
not bear the entire burden of the ef-
forts in Afghanistan and elsewhere 
around the globe. 

I believe we should support addi-
tional efforts to increase NATO’s abil-
ity to contribute, especially at a time 
when irregular threats are only in-
creasing and partnerships will prove of 
the utmost importance. 

Our bill also addresses the needs of 
our special operators by increasing the 

budget request to address the com-
mand’s unfunded requirements. These 
forces are at the tip of the spear in our 
military’s efforts to counter terrorism 
and to bring stability to regions on the 
brink of chaos. 

The bill includes measures to 
strengthen the Department’s ability to 
operate in cyberspace and to address 
vulnerabilities to our information 
technology systems. The bill directs 
the establishment of a joint program 
office to better coordinate the acquisi-
tion of cyber capabilities across the 
Department and continues to push the 
Department to establish processes for 
the timely acquisition of needed infor-
mation technology systems. 

Finally, this bill continues our pre-
vious support of science and tech-
nology programs. Sustained invest-
ment in this area is very important for 
our military forces to maintain their 
warfighting capability not just now, 
but well into the future. 

I would say that we need to continue 
to work on strategic communications, 
combating the potential use of weapons 
of mass destruction, and ensuring our 
national defense strategy addresses ap-
propriately the range of threats found 
in our security environment today. 

We must not lose sight of the impor-
tance of these issues and to ensure our 
forces have the resources, the authori-
ties, and the equipment needed to pro-
vide for our Nation’s defense. 

Before finishing, I’d like to thank our 
former ranking member, Mr. JOHN 
MCHUGH, for all of his help, confidence, 
and advice. We wish him Godspeed. 
With that, I ask for my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to my colleague, my friend, 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Terrorism and Unconventional Threats 
and Capabilities, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I rise in 
support of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act and to discuss briefly 
the portions of the bill contained under 
the subcommittee that I chair on Ter-
rorism and Unconventional Threats 
and Capabilities. And I want to begin 
by thanking Ranking Member MILLER 
from the great State of Florida for his 
support for this bill. We work in true 
bipartisan fashion on the sub-
committee, following the lead of our 
able chairman, who does the same with 
the full committee, and I think, in 
large part as a result of that, we 
produce a very good product. 

I also want to thank the chairman 
for his overall leadership on the com-
mittee in putting together this mark. 
It places the priorities exactly where 
they belong, first and foremost, on our 
troops and their families, giving them 
the support they need to continue to 
fight and defend our country. 

In program after program, you can 
see the priority that that is put in this 
bill. I really appreciate the chairman’s 
work on that and, particularly, the 3.4 
percent pay raise across the board for 
our military. 

The bill also prioritizes our fight in 
Afghanistan, the central front now in 
the war against al Qaeda. It is abso-
lutely clear that the battle over there 
has a profound impact on the national 
security of this country. This bill gives 
our troops over there the resources and 
equipment they need to fight the fight, 
to defeat al Qaeda, and to protect us 
against the violent extremists in that 
region. 

In particular, it also recognizes the 
battle in Pakistan by funding counter-
insurgency efforts there that are so 
critical not just to success in Pakistan 
but to success in Afghanistan as well. 

On the subcommittee portion of our 
mark on the Terrorism Subcommittee, 
we are focused on three main issues: 
First of all, support for counterterror-
ism efforts, the fight against al Qaeda, 
and broader counterinsurgency and 
counterterrorism efforts across the 
globe; second, the support for innova-
tive new technologies to give our 
troops the updated equipment that 
they need to best fight those fights; 
and lastly, to protect our homeland 
against unconventional threats. 

All of these areas are focused on ir-
regular warfare, unconventional 
threats, and the emerging threats that 
we face. And I want to take just a mo-
ment to thank Secretary Gates for his 
leadership in funding the money nec-
essary, the programs necessary, the 
troops necessary to fight these fights. 
He made some bold steps in this bill to 
move us past a cold war mentality to 
focus on the threats that are right 
there before us from al Qaeda and other 
violent extremist groups. I think that 
makes an enormous difference. 

In particular, in our mark we do ev-
erything we can to support our troops 
with the special operations command. 
They are the tip of the spear in fight-
ing terrorism, in fighting insurgencies 
throughout the globe. We are growing 
their force—in the process of growing 
their force. It is necessary to fund that 
growth and fully support their out-
standing efforts in protecting us across 
the globe. 

We are very pleased with the oper-
ations and always make a high priority 
funding their efforts. We fully fund all 
of their unfunded requirements in this 
mark. 

So, with that, Mr. Chairman, I sim-
ply again want to compliment Chair-
man SKELTON, Ranking Member 
MCKEON, also Ranking Member 
MCHUGH for all of his work on this 
committee and on this bill and Rank-
ing Member MILLER for his support as 
well. I think we have put together an 
outstanding bill that will best protect 
the national security interests of this 
country. 

Mr. MCKEON. I yield, at this time, 3 
minutes to the ranking member on the 
Seapower Subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. AKIN). 

Mr. AKIN. I rise in support of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010. As ranking member of 
the Seapower and Expeditionary 
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Forces Subcommittee, I applaud the ef-
forts of Chairman TAYLOR and his staff, 
who have done an excellent job in 
meeting the needs of our sailors, avi-
ators, and marines. 

With respect to aviation, the bill 
takes an important step toward ad-
dressing the Navy’s strike-fighter 
shortfall. The Navy completed a study 
required in last year’s bill to evaluate 
the potential benefits of a multiyear 
procurement for the F/A–18 Super Hor-
net, which is the only ‘‘hot’’ produc-
tion line we have for fighters for the 
Navy. 

Unfortunately, the Secretary of De-
fense refused to allow the report to be 
submitted to Congress. In the absence 
of any analysis of this issue from the 
Department, the committee used its 
own judgment and included a 
multiyear authority for the Super Hor-
net. 

We also provide sufficient long-lead 
funding to allow the Navy to execute 
this multiyear contract. I believe this 
is imperative, especially as the Navy 
continues to find more and more areas 
of concern on the legacy fleet that may 
make it challenging to extend the serv-
ice life of these aircraft. I want to 
thank Chairman TAYLOR for working 
with me on this issue, as well as a 
number of others. 

For the Marine Corps, the bill fully 
funds the Marine’s Expeditionary 
Fighting Vehicle program, Mine Re-
sistant Ambush Protected Vehicles, 
known as MRAPs, and all of the items 
on their unfunded requirements. 

Despite the fact that the Department 
of Defense refused to provide the 30- 
year shipbuilding program required by 
law, which made this committee’s 
work difficult, the bill largely supports 
the President’s budget request in this 
area. 

At the full committee, Representa-
tive CONAWAY and I, along with Chair-
man TAYLOR, introduced an amend-
ment that would put some teeth into 
the changes made to the Littoral Com-
bat Ship program cost cap. The Navy 
needs to know that we’re serious about 
controlling costs and do not adjust cost 
caps lightly. 

The main concern I have with this 
bill does not fall under the Seapower 
Subcommittee, but I must mention it. 
Cutting missile defense by $1.2 billion 
makes no sense, particularly when 
North Korea and Iran are both working 
on nuclear weapons and long-range 
missiles. A cut of this magnitude is un-
acceptable. 

I also continue to have one other 
overarching concern. We’re not invest-
ing enough in the future of our mili-
tary. The top line provided by the ad-
ministration and, frankly, by this Con-
gress, is too low. While we seem to be 
throwing money into every other prob-
lem under the Sun, we’re tightening 
our belts on defense. This makes no 
sense. 

But, again, this is a good bill overall, 
and Chairman SKELTON has done his 
best with these constraints. We’re very 
thankful for his leadership. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I’d like to 
give my best wishes to our former 
ranking member, JOHN MCHUGH, who 
has a fine record in this institution, 
and I know he will continue to serve 
and fight for the men and women in 
uniform. Nevertheless, he will be 
missed on this committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield 3 minutes to 
my colleague and my friend, the distin-
guished chairwoman of the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel, the 
gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
DAVIS). 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. I certainly 
want to salute our exemplary leader on 
this committee, Mr. SKELTON, and 
thank him very much for all his sup-
port. 

Mr. Chairman, I join my colleagues 
on the House Armed Services Com-
mittee in support of H.R. 2647, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010. As chairwoman of the 
Military Personnel Subcommittee, I’m 
particularly proud of the provisions in 
the bill that improve the quality of life 
for our servicemembers, their families, 
retirees, and military survivors. 

I want to recognize my colleague and 
ranking member, the gentleman from 
South Carolina, JOE WILSON, for work-
ing with me in support of these very 
important initiatives. 

Mr. Chairman, servicemembers and 
their families are bearing the burden of 
multiple deployments after nearly 8 
years of conflict. It is our responsi-
bility to support our men and women 
in uniform and their families, given 
the enormous sacrifices they are mak-
ing in defense of our Nation. 

We all agree that these men and 
women are the heart and soul of our 
military. All the weapons systems in 
the world cannot substitute for their 
competency, their dedication and sac-
rifice. 

Sadly, a recent survey shows that 94 
percent of military families do not be-
lieve that the American people truly 
understand the sacrifices they are 
making on behalf of our country, so we 
have a responsibility to change that, 
and we’re trying to do that with this 
bill today. 

Fortunately, this year the sub-
committee did not have to deal with 
the dramatic increases to TRICARE 
fees and premiums previously proposed 
by the Department of Defense. Sec-
retary Gates has indicated a willing-
ness to work with the committee to ad-
dress the significant growth in mili-
tary health care expenditures. And we 
need to work together not only with 
the Department of Defense, but with 
those who represent our military per-
sonnel, retirees, survivors, and their 
families to find a fair and equitable so-
lution that protects our beneficiaries 
and ensures that the financial viability 
of the military health care system is 
real. 

Some of the highlights of the bill in-
clude a 3.4 percent pay raise, which is 

half a percent higher than the Presi-
dent’s budget request. Those who are 
serving on the front lines every day 
have earned this pay raise. 

The bill also includes a number of 
initiatives that are focused on military 
families, such as TRICARE coverage 
for reservists and their families and a 
monthly compensation allowance for 
members with combat-related cata-
strophic illnesses and injuries to re-
ceive assistance for activities related 
to daily living. 

The committee has taken more steps 
to address the serious mental health 
issues faced by our military. I am 
pleased that we will be able to include 
a series of amendments to make the 
mental health provisions in this bill 
even stronger. We must continue to 
work on this issue. 

Lastly, this bill continues the com-
mittee’s oversight and commitment to 
significantly reducing sexual assaults 
and harassment within the Department 
of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this bill. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
now to the subcommittee ranking 
member on Military Personnel, the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 2647. This bill contains significant 
policy and funding initiatives that ad-
dress important issues for our military 
personnel and quality of life. 

I was honored to serve with Military 
Personnel Subcommittee Chairwoman 
SUSAN DAVIS, who I have seen firsthand 
promote our servicemembers, their 
families, and veterans. 

Mr. Chairman, I would also like to 
thank Chairman IKE SKELTON and the 
professional staff for their efforts; par-
ticularly John Chapla and Jeanette 
James. 

To that end, the bill contains many 
important initiatives, including a mili-
tary pay raise of 3.4 percent. The raise 
is 0.5 percent above the President’s 
budget request. 

b 2330 

Mindful of the challenge the Army is 
having with large numbers of 
nondeployable personnel, we have rec-
ommended continued growth in Army 
end strength. The bill would allow the 
Army to increase by 30,000 in 2011 or 
2012. I am particularly pleased that we 
changed the matching fund require-
ment to a 75–25 percent ratio between 
the Department of Defense and the 
States for the National Guard Youth 
ChalleNGe Program. 

In addition, the bill protects child 
custody arrangements for deployed 
parents, championed by Congressman 
MIKE TURNER of Ohio. With all these 
good things in the bill, I must again 
raise my disappointment that we were 
unable to even debate my amendment 
in full committee dealing with concur-
rent receipt; the elimination of the sur-
vivor benefit plan; the dependency and 
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indemnity compensation offset, more 
sadly known as the widows tax; the ex-
tension of health care to early retiring 
Reserve component members; and the 
use of the misnamed Reserve fund in 
the budget resolution. 

Had the Democratic leadership seen 
eliminating these injustices as a pri-
ority, they could have allocated the 
small percentages necessary in the $15 
trillion they provided for government 
spending in 2010 to 2014. This is less 
than one-sixth of 1 percent of manda-
tory spending for this period. 

In addition, I was disappointed by the 
fact that for the second year in a row, 
we were unable to include my amend-
ment to extend early retirement credit 
for service for National Guardsmen and 
Reservists back to September 11, 2001, 
retrospectively. The prospective retire-
ment credits since January 28, 2008, is a 
start; but as a 31-year veteran of the 
Army National Guard, I know more 
needs to be done. As a Nation, we owe 
more than our gratitude for the brave 
men and women in uniform and their 
families, past and present, for the sac-
rifices they make to protect our free-
dom. 

With that, Mr. Chair, H.R. 2647 is a 
strong defense authorization bill. I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ in 
support of H.R. 2647. 

Congratulations to our dedicated col-
league Congressman JOHN MCHUGH of 
New York for his selection to serve as 
Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. Chair, I rise in strong support of H.R. 
2647, The National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2010. This bill contains signifi-
cant policy and funding initiatives that address 
important issues for military personnel and 
quality of life. 

I was honored to serve with Military Per-
sonnel Subcommittee Chairwoman SUSAN 
DAVIS who I have seen firsthand promote our 
servicemembers, their families, and veterans. 

Mr. Chair, I would also like to thank Chair-
man IKE SKELTON and the professional staff of 
the Armed Services Committee for their ef-
forts, particularly John Chapla and Jeanette 
James. 

To that end, this bill contains many impor-
tant initiatives, including: A military pay raise 
of 3.4 percent. The raise is .5 percent above 
the President’s Budget request which reduces 
the pay gap to 2.4 percent from 13.5 percent 
in fiscal year 1999, culminating ten years of 
enhanced pay raises. 

Mindful of the challenge the Army is having 
with large numbers of non-deployable per-
sonnel, we recommend continued growth in 
Army end strength. The bill would allow the 
Army to increase by 30,000 in 2011 or 2012. 
Such growth would significantly improve the 
Army’s ability to deploy fully manned units. 

I am particularly pleased that we changed 
the matching fund requirement to a 75–25 per-
cent ratio between the Department of Defense 
and the states for the National Guard Youth 
Challenge Program. Other initiatives I would 
mention are: 

The statutory mandate for the Department 
of Defense to account for all the missing from 
World War II, the Korean War, the Cold War, 
the Vietnam War, the Persian Gulf War and 
other conflicts designated by the Secretary of 

Defense, and increase the number of identi-
fications from the current 70 per year to 350 
per year by 2020; and 

Extending TRICARE Reserve Select to 
members of the Retired Reserve who qualify 
for a non-regular retirement but have not 
reached age 60, otherwise known as ‘‘grey 
area retirees.’’ 

Continuing our commitment to support our 
wounded warriors, the bill would: 

Establish a database to track service mem-
bers who have been exposed to blasts to fur-
ther enhance the care provided to for blast-re-
lated health issues, and; 

Require medical examinations before serv-
ice members with post-traumatic stress or 
traumatic brain injury may be involuntarily sep-
arated from the service. 

In addition, the bill protects child custody ar-
rangements for deployed parents championed 
by Congressman MIKE TURNER of Ohio. 

With all the good things in this bill, I must 
again raise my disappointment that we were 
unable to even debate my amendment at full 
committee dealing with concurrent receipt, the 
elimination of the Survivor Benefit Plan and 
the Dependency and Indemnity Compensation 
offset, more sadly known as the widow’s tax, 
the extension of health care to early retiring 
reserve component members, and the use of 
the misnamed Reserve Fund in the Budget 
Resolution. 

I would note that since the introduction of 
my amendment, the Democratic leadership 
has found a way to fund for nine months a 
very limited concurrent receipt for disabled 
military retirees. That is a step forward to 
eliminating some of the injustice inflicted on 
disabled retirees. It however does nothing to 
cure the injustice still being suffered by most 
persons losing their rightly earned benefits be-
cause of the remaining concurrent receipt pro-
hibitions. 

Had the Democratic leadership seen elimi-
nating these injustices as a priority, they could 
have allocated the small percentages nec-
essary in the 15 trillion dollars they provided 
for government spending in 2010 to 2014. 
This is less than one-sixth of one percent of 
mandatory spending for this period. Or, they 
could have used the Reserve Fund authority 
as proposed in my amendment. 

Instead we must settle for a small pittance 
for a small group of retirees. 

I hope that since the authority for this limited 
concurrent receipt is for only nine months, that 
the Democratic leadership makes resolving all 
the concurrent receipt and the Survivor Benefit 
Plan and Dependency and Indemnity Com-
pensation injustices a real, not symbolic pri-
ority, next year. We should focus on elimi-
nating the widow’s tax. 

In addition, I was disappointed by the fact 
that, for the second year in a row, we were 
unable to include my amendment to extend 
early retirement credit for service for National 
Guardsmen and Reservists back to Sep-
tember 11, 2001, retrospectively. The prospec-
tive retirement credit since January 28, 2008, 
is a start, but as a 31 year veteran of the 
Army National Guard I know more needs to be 
done. 

As a nation, we owe more than our grati-
tude to the brave men and women in uniform 
and their families, past and present, for the 
sacrifices they make to protect our freedom. 

With that, Mr. Chair, H.R. 2647 is a strong 
defense authorization bill. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ in support of H.R. 2647. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, pursu-
ant to section 4 of House Resolution 572 
and as chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services, I request that during 
further consideration of H.R. 2647 in 
the Committee of the Whole, and fol-
lowing consideration of amendment 
No. 1, printed in House Report 111–182, 
the following amendments be consid-
ered: amendment No. 3, printed in 
House Report 111–182; amendment No. 
4, printed in House Report 111–182; en 
bloc amendment No. 1; amendment No. 
2, printed in House Report 111–182; 
amendment No. 9, printed in House Re-
port 111–182, as modified; amendment 
No. 15, printed in House Report 111–182, 
as modified; en bloc amendment No. 2; 
amendment No. 20, printed in House 
Report 111–182, as modified; amend-
ment No. 24, printed in House Report 
111–182; amendment No. 34, printed in 
House Report 111–182; amendment No. 
39, printed in House Report 111–182; en 
bloc amendment No. 3; en bloc amend-
ment No. 4. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. I rise to invite the 
chairman to engage in a colloquy with 
me. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to respectfully 
convey that I have three concerns with 
some of the practices employed by the 
Virtual Army Experience, a high-tech 
traveling exhibit employed by the 
Army as a recruiting tool. First, chil-
dren as young as 13 years old are par-
ticipating in the Virtual Army Experi-
ence, which paints an inaccurate pic-
ture of war by glorifying it while sani-
tizing the real effects. More than a 
mere video game, it includes inter-
actions with real veterans who appear 
to be in perfect health. It also requires 
that the user, regardless of age, share 
personal information as a condition of 
participation. I think that we can find 
common ground on these issues. Spe-
cifically, I believe we can agree that 
the Virtual Army Experience video 
game must be revalidated to ensure 
that its age-appropriate rating is accu-
rate in the context of how it’s being 
employed, that the Virtual Army Expe-
rience content should be reviewed to 
ensure it accurately reflects the con-
sequences of war, and that there must 
be increased transparency with regard 
to how the personal information of the 
participants collected during participa-
tion will be used by the Army. 

Mr. SKELTON. As the gentleman 
knows, I support the VAE. At the same 
time, I know it can be improved. I 
would be happy to work with the gen-
tleman to address the issues that you 
have so aptly raised. 

Mr. KUCINICH. I want to thank the 
chairman for working with me on this. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
at this time 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER), the 
ranking member on the Strategic 
Forces Subcommittee. 

Mr. TURNER. I would like to thank 
and congratulate Chairman SKELTON, 
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Ranking Member MCKEON and his pred-
ecessor JOHN MCHUGH, who has been 
nominated for Secretary of the Army, 
and lend my support for H.R. 2647, the 
fiscal year 2010 National Defense Au-
thorization Act. I would also like to 
thank Mrs. TAUSCHER, Chairwoman of 
the Strategic Forces Subcommittee. 
She has provided a strong and thought-
ful voice on national security issues. I 
wish her the very best in her new posi-
tion as Under Secretary of State for 
Arms Control and International Secu-
rity. 

This bill contains sound bipartisan 
provisions that provide key capabili-
ties to our warfighters, strengthens our 
Nation’s strategic forces and sustains 
the intellectual capital supporting our 
national security infrastructure. 

The National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration is provided with the flexi-
bility necessary to increase the long- 
term reliability, safety and security of 
our nuclear weapons stockpile. I was 
disappointed, however, that the bill im-
plements the administration’s missile 
defense cut of $1.2 billion. Given North 
Korea’s widely publicized nuclear mis-
sile tests and missile launches, not to 
mention Iran’s recent missile tests, 
cuts in missile defense challenge com-
mon sense. I cannot reconcile why the 
administration has decided to decrease 
missile defense funding while daily 
news reports, substantiated by our own 
intelligence agencies, articulate an in-
creasing missile threat. Despite the 
current threat posed by North Korea, 
including reports of a potential ICBM 
launch, the committee rejected amend-
ments, many that were offered by my-
self and my colleagues, to restore mis-
sile defense funds. This included pro-
viding a modest amount of funds to 
complete a partially constructed mis-
sile interceptor field in Alaska de-
signed to protect the U.S. homeland. 
Ironically, the bill includes $80 million 
for dismantling North Korea’s missile 
program. I don’t think anyone actually 
believes that Kim Jong Il is going to 
allow the Obama administration to 
enter North Korea and dismantle its 
nuclear weapons program. Unfortu-
nately, the administration’s $1.2 billion 
cut has set up false choices between 
protection of the United States home-
land and protection of our forward-de-
ployed troops and allies. Both are nec-
essary, and both could have been ade-
quately funded without such deep cuts. 
I am, however, pleased this bill in-
cluded key provisions of the bipartisan 
NATO First bill that my colleague Mr. 
MARSHALL and I introduced to fortify 
America’s transatlantic security links 
with our European allies. 

I want to thank the chairman for his 
efforts, including these provisions in 
this bill. Lastly I would like to thank 
JANE HARMAN, JOE WILSON and SUSAN 
DAVIS for their support and assistance 
as this bill includes strong provisions 
to enhance sexual assault protections 
for women in uniform. Also with the 
chairman’s support, this bill includes 
provisions that would protect the cus-

tody rights of our men and women who 
are serving. Unbelievably, courts 
across this country have denied our 
men and women their custody rights as 
a result of their absence in serving 
their country. Secretary Gates has 
committed to work with this com-
mittee, and I look forward to his work 
on this. I would like to encourage sup-
port for the 2010 National Defense Au-
thorization Act. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining for 
each side, please. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Missouri has 41⁄2 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from California has 61⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. SKELTON. At this time I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
KLEIN). 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman and the chairman for his 
leadership and the opportunity to en-
gage in a brief colloquy. 

I rise today to ask for your help in 
improving the care of our wounded 
warriors. Later this week, I will intro-
duce the Wounded Warrior K–9 Corps 
Act to establish a program for organi-
zations that provide wounded warriors 
and disabled veterans with service ani-
mals, like physical therapy dogs and 
guide dogs. There are several organiza-
tions around the country that train 
animals to work with disabled soldiers 
and veterans. These organizations, like 
many not-for-profit organizations, are 
struggling at this moment to collect 
necessary resources in these difficult 
economic times. The difference be-
tween these organizations and others is 
that they’re giving our soldiers and 
veterans a service that they have 
earned. I applaud their private fund-
raising, and at the same time I realize 
that this is our responsibility as well. 
Mr. Chairman, this legislation will 
allow the government to keep its prom-
ise to America’s disabled soldiers and 
veterans and help them retain an excel-
lent quality of life after their service. 
Thanks to modern medicine, more and 
more of our brave men and women are 
able to sustain wounds that may have 
been fatal in the past. This is a bless-
ing, but it also requires new tools to 
allow them to return to civilian work-
ing life. I have seen these programs in 
action. I have witnessed the growth of 
these veterans and wounded soldiers 
after working with a guide dog or ani-
mal that can assist them with physical 
therapy and lifetime care and support. 
These programs succeed, and I believe 
every American who puts on a uniform 
and risks their lives for our country 
should have the full support of this 
Congress in this mission. 

Mr. SKELTON. I certainly thank the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. KLEIN) for 
bringing this issue to the floor. As the 
gentleman knows, the bill under con-
sideration calls for a report on military 
working dogs. Mr. KLEIN’s legislation 
would surely take the next step with a 
grant for therapy dogs for disabled sol-
diers and veterans. I look forward to 

working with the gentleman from Flor-
ida to ensure that Congress stands be-
hind our soldiers as well as our vet-
erans. 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I thank the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2647. 

Mr. SKELTON. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I now 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN), the ranking 
member on the Oversight and Inves-
tigations Subcommittee. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for fiscal year 
2010, and I’d like to take a moment to 
highlight some important aspects of 
the bill. The members and the staff of 
the House Armed Services Committee 
are dedicated to supporting our men 
and women in uniform, and this bill 
truly reflects our undying commitment 
to those servicemembers. I am pleased 
to see that this bill makes progress to-
wards strengthening our naval power 
and projection on the high seas. We 
must continue to develop the indus-
trial base and promote shipbuilding to 
establish a floor, not a ceiling, of 313 
ships in our Navy. 

Our Nation’s security and forward 
presence also depends on the timely de-
livery and deployment of our various 
naval platforms. Therefore, I urge my 
colleagues to support the provisions 
that provide for the construction of a 
new Virginia-class submarine, research 
and development funds for the SSBN 
Ohio-class replacement submarine, and 
advanced procurement for the new 
Ford-class carrier. Although this bill 
provides a temporary waiver for the 
number of carriers to dip below 11, I 
have deep reservations about this pro-
vision and firmly believe maintaining 
11 aircraft carriers is essential to main-
taining our long-term naval superi-
ority. 

While I support this bill, I do have 
some concerns about the administra-
tion’s overall direction for our military 
and the decision-making process that 
went into the budget. It is imperative 
that we preserve the integrity of the 
congressional oversight through appro-
priate and efficient transparency. 
Without a 30-year shipbuilding plan 
and a 30-year military aviation plan, 
we are denied a full understanding of 
the administration’s perspective of 
what the defense of our Nation’s inter-
est requires. The strategic risk we ac-
cept in this defense authorization bill 
is equally as important as the dollar 
figure. The American people rightfully 
expect that the Members of this Con-
gress are fully aware of the strategic 
risk associated with the President’s 
budget request. 

As we consider strategic threats fac-
ing our country today, I urge my col-
leagues to strongly support a bipar-
tisan amendment that would be offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
FRANKS). This amendment will right-
fully restore funding for the Missile 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:41 Jun 25, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00095 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24JN7.233 H24JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7244 June 24, 2009 
Defense Agency by $1.2 billion. North 
Korea continues to test its missile ca-
pabilities while Iran pursues a nuclear 
weapons program. Therefore, it is im-
perative that we provide full funding to 
our Nation’s most crucial missile de-
fense programs. 

b 2345 
Keeping Americans safe from terror-

ists at home is equally important. The 
American people have spoken and 
made it very clear that they do not 
want detainees from Guantanamo 
brought to the United States. I believe 
this issue should be openly debated and 
given a vote within the full House. 

Again, I strongly support this bill 
and look forward to improving some of 
the provisions on the floor tomorrow. I 
would like to thanking Ranking Mem-
ber MCKEON, Chairman SKELTON, and 
also Mr. MCHUGH for his service. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to my friend, my colleague, 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the chairman very much for his contin-
ued leadership and the leadership of 
the ranking member. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to raise three 
points, and I’d like to refresh the mem-
ory of the chairman. As he well knows, 
over a period of congressional terms, I 
brought to his attention the inability 
of families to publicly acknowledge 
their loved ones who lost their life in 
battle coming back from a foreign land 
as they came into Dover Air Force 
Base. I want to recognize the fact that 
this new administration, even though 
we had a number of legislative initia-
tives in previous defense authorization 
bills, have now allowed families to be 
able to have their loved ones publicly 
acknowledged as they have come in 
from losing their life on a foreign field. 
I think that is an important note, and 
I hope families of America will recog-
nize that the fallen are respected the 
moment they hit the soil of the United 
States. 

I also wish to make note of the in-
creased coverage of TRICARE, but I 
would like to work with the committee 
as we go forward to expand the number 
of facilities which our active duty sol-
diers and others can access. In par-
ticular, I would like to see an emphasis 
on inner-city facilities that would 
allow or have TRICARE accreditation. 

Finally, I would like to acknowledge 
the GAO study that asked for a stra-
tegic response to Afghanistan and Iraq. 
As someone who has persistently or 
continuously expressed her opposition 
to the present Iraq war and the status, 
I want to keep the pressure on that we 
begin to downsize but, more impor-
tantly, that we have a strategy for 
doing so that we can do it safely. And 
then as it relates to Afghanistan to 
make sure that we also have a strategy 
so that we can ensure that our troops 
are, in fact, fighting a battle that we 
can win. We want peace. We want free-
dom. But we want to make sure that 
we can bring our troops home. 

I thank the chairman for the time 
and the ranking member, and I appre-
ciate their leadership on this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
for the purpose of making a unanimous 
consent request to the gentleman from 
Utah, the one that led us in that great 
debate on the F–22 that saved the day. 

(Mr. BISHOP of Utah asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the 
chairman and the ranking member for 
this bipartisan bill and the wonderful 
bipartisan amendment the saves our 
Air Force and moves us forward. 

I rise this evening to support the bill H.R. 
2647. I commend my friends on both sides of 
the aisle on the House Armed Services Com-
mittee for continuing the tradition of working in 
a bi-partisan manner to provide for the com-
mon defense of this country, and for the dedi-
cated men and women of the armed forces. 

However, I do have reservations. It is read-
ily apparent that the Administration has taken 
a haphazard approach to cutting defense pro-
grams, such as missile defense, and the F–22 
fighter, as budget drills. There are no studies 
by any qualified source, including military anal-
ysis, that support these reductions as a means 
of meeting the needs of the military. When 
asked in committee, for example, if 187 F–22s 
were what the Air Force needs or merely what 
the Air Force can afford, the answer was quick 
and direct; It was what the Air Force was 
‘‘told’’ it could afford, and the basis of the deci-
sion was political and budgetary, not based on 
national security. 

When the F–22 program requirement was 
first established, it was based on procurement 
of 750 aircraft. We on the committee have re-
peatedly requested that the Department pro-
vide us with analysis upon which this budget 
decision of only 187 planes was based. That 
analysis still has not been provided, leaving a 
strong indication that it is a budget drill, pure 
and simple. I am pleased that a majority of 
committee members supported an amendment 
to restore F–22 long-lead procurement funding 
for 12 additional aircraft in FY10. There were 
strong indications during markup that many 
members, a good majority on both sides of the 
political aisle, would like to have supported full 
F–22 production of 12 to 20 aircraft in FY10, 
and not just long lead procurement items. 

One of the most disturbing recent develop-
ments on the F–22 is the release of a letter 
signed by Air Force Combat Commander Gen-
eral John D. W. Corley, wherein he verifies in 
writing that there are NO studies which sup-
port the Administration’s decision to end the 
F–22 production at 187 aircraft, and he further 
maintains that 250 aircraft are necessary to 
ensure a ‘‘moderate risk’’ level. A copy of his 
letter was included in the House Committee 
report to accompany this bill. I urge all of my 
colleagues to read it. General Corley also 
states that the Administration developed its F– 
22 termination plan without even consulting 
with Air Combat Command. That’s very dis-
turbing. The very command with the technical 
expertise in charge of fighter operations was 
not even consulted by the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense? This alone raises very seri-
ous questions about the soundness of the Ad-
ministration’s decision. This decision on F–22 
will have profound implications on our nation’s 

strength and air dominance 15 and 20 years 
from now. We cannot afford to go ‘‘high risk’’ 
at only 187 aircraft. Not with Russia, China 
and other nations fielding advanced fighter air-
craft in the next two years. 

It is also ironic that, at a time when the Ad-
ministration is spending hundreds of billions in 
tax dollars to create jobs, that it would be so 
intent upon cutting the F–22, which is respon-
sible for 25,000 direct and 70,000 indirect 
jobs. Why are good defense jobs any less val-
uable than those that the Administration 
claims to have created in the $800 billion 
Stimulus package? These are good jobs that 
are producing a vital defense weapon system 
to protect our homeland, which will be lost un-
less funding is restored. 

The F–22 and F–35 are not duplicative air-
craft. They are not interchangeable. They 
were designed for different, but complimentary 
roles. We need both, but we also need ade-
quate numbers of both. 

I also oppose the cuts proposed by the Ad-
ministration to missile defense programs such 
as Ground Midcourse Defense (GMD) and Ki-
netic Energy Interceptor (KEI). It seems that 
the ‘‘savings’’ from these cuts, at $1.8 billion, 
are rather small in comparison to the lost op-
portunities for further research and develop-
ment in improving our defense of the home-
land against emerging and future missile 
threats. 

These cuts also have devastating impacts 
on the defense industrial base, especially 
large defense solid rocket booster production. 
If allowed to stand, every program associated 
with large-scale defense solid booster produc-
tion will be decimated. Someone must pay 
more attention to the cumulative impact of 
these different programmatic budget decisions 
on the solid rocket booster industrial base as 
a whole. It also seems wasteful that DoD and 
the Missile Defense Agency (MDA) will not 
proceed with a planned booster test firing in 
September of this year with the KEI program 
when the booster has already been produced 
and delivered to the test site at Vandenberg 
AFB. The MDA should move forward with this 
test that has already been bought and paid for 
by U.S. taxpayer investment since 2004, and 
which could result in a significant harvest of 
scientific data for use on future defense 
projects. 

It is highly ironic that the Administration’s 
announcement to end the Ground Based Inter-
ceptors at 30 land-based missiles occurred on 
the very same day that North Korea con-
ducted its long-range missile test threatening 
Japan and possibly parts of the United States. 
Just this past week, with renewed missile 
threats from North Korea against Hawaii, the 
Secretary of Defense touted our ground-based 
interceptors as providing protection, even as 
the Administration continues to advocate a 
halt to their production! This is no way to pro-
tect the homeland. Secretary Gates has said 
his recommendation for GMD is ‘‘not a forever 
decision.’’ That’s fine, but one cannot quickly 
restart a production line in the future. And we 
may not have the luxury of time in the future. 

Were any of our 30 interceptors to be fired, 
there would be no replacements. It is also 
highly likely that two or more interceptors 
would be fired at any incoming threat. So po-
tentially one rogue missile threatening Hawaii, 
or the western U.S. would require the use of 
two, three or more of our ground based inter-
ceptors. The Administration’s termination of 
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GMD allows for no replacements and worse— 
no defense industrial base capability to easily 
or quickly restart production of land based 
interceptors. Again, this is a short-sighted 
budget decision which endangers our long- 
term national security. 

In conclusion, I urge that the cuts in missile 
defense be restored in order to adequately de-
fend our homeland now and into the future. 
There is nothing more fundamental to the very 
survival of America than the United States 
military. Everything else is a corollary to that 
fundamental principle. It is my profound hope 
that we can work together over the next 3 to 
4 years to build the additional F–22s until we 
reach the 240 to 250 numbers that Air Force 
planners have repeatedly stated are absolutely 
necessary. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
now 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. LATTA). 

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
TRICARE Continuity of Coverage for 
National Guard and Reserve Families 
Act of 2009, of which I’m a cosponsor 
and which was amended into the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. 

Members of our National Guard and 
Reserves are eligible for TRICARE 
health insurance during their service 
and after the age of 60 but not during 
the time in between, the time in be-
tween when they retire until the age of 
60, being referred to as being in the 
‘‘gray area. ‘‘ 

Specifically, ‘‘gray area’’ retirees are 
Reserve component retirees under the 
age of 60 with more than 20 years of 
faithful and honorable service who 
have qualified for retirement at age 60. 

The legislation fills in that gray area 
to ensure that these men and women 
have the opportunity to purchase 
TRICARE Standard health care cov-
erage during that time and provides ac-
cess to the care they deserve. This leg-
islation is important because currently 
around 50 percent of those serving in 
Iraq and Afghanistan are Reservists 
and National Guard. And this option 
for purchasing TRICARE Standard will 
serve as an incentive for those Guards-
men and Reservists to continue to 
serve. 

I thank the Armed Services Com-
mittee, the chairman, and the ranking 
member for including this important 
legislation in the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to Mr. 
AUSTRIA for the purpose of a colloquy. 

Mr. AUSTRIA. I thank Mr. MCKEON 
for yielding. 

I appreciate you and Chairman SKEL-
TON for bringing this important bill to 
the floor. It does provide what we need 
for national security and for our men 
and women who are serving so self-
lessly in our Nation’s defense, and I 
thank you both for your hard work on 
this bill. 

I was reading the committee report 
language that accompanies the bill re-

garding insourcing new and contracted- 
out functions. And I wanted to bring to 
your attention some very serious con-
cerns small business owners in my dis-
trict have raised in regard to this 
issue. 

Small business owners dealing in de-
fense contracting are losing employees 
to the Federal Government. This prac-
tice apparently is becoming a trend in 
the defense contracting community, a 
trend that I find deeply troubling. 

Mr. MCKEON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. AUSTRIA. I certainly will be 
happy to yield. 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman 
for raising this issue. 

You are correct, the Defense Depart-
ment is moving toward reshaping its 
workforce by reducing the number of 
service support contractors and replac-
ing them with government employees. 
We have been told this effort will hire 
over 13,000 government civilians to re-
place support contractors at a proposed 
savings of $900 million. 

Mr. AUSTRIA. Let me just say, in 
my view, that we should not be grow-
ing government during this economic 
crisis. In my opinion, it’s already too 
big. But we certainly should not be in-
creasing the Federal Government at 
the expense of small businesses, in this 
particular case, small defense contrac-
tors. It’s simply not fair and it’s not in 
the best interest of the taxpayer. 

Mr. MCKEON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. AUSTRIA. I would be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. MCKEON. As you know, Chair-
man SKELTON and I included in our 
committee report language that 
stresses our belief that these 
insourcing initiatives should not be 
driven by random goals or arbitrary 
budget reductions. In the language we 
also note that these insourcing initia-
tives should give appropriate consider-
ation to the impacts on the contractor 
workforce. I’m also very concerned 
that the estimated cost savings will 
never be realized. 

That said, I would be happy to work 
with the gentleman from Ohio and any 
other interested parties as the bill 
moves forward to revisit the important 
issue of how to balance the defense 
workforce: military, civilian employee, 
and contract. 

Mr. AUSTRIA. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with him on this very 
important issue. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, we have 
had, I think, a lot of good input to-
night on the bill. I ask that all of our 
Members tomorrow support the bill. 

In the morning we will move into the 
amendment process. The chairman and 
his staff have done a tremendous job of 
helping put the 60-plus amendments 
that were approved out of the Rules 
Committee into a process that I think 
will help us in moving forward in an 
expeditious manner in the morning. I 
look forward to that. 

Again, I thank the chairman for his 
graciousness and his leadership in mov-
ing the bill to this point. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, let me 
first express my gratitude and admira-
tion to the new ranking member of the 
Armed Services Committee, Mr. 
MCKEON. He hit the ground running, a 
veteran of our committee, and his first 
baptism of fire was in the markup of 
the some-17 hours of this bill in com-
mittee, and we thank him for his lead-
ership and for his diligence in making 
this a success. 

Tomorrow, under the rule, Mr. Chair-
man, we will consider the various 
amendments, four groups of en bloc 
amendments and several by them-
selves, according to the rule that’s 
been set forth and the time limits set 
thereon. 

This is an important piece of legisla-
tion. It deals with the security of our 
country, the security of our citizens. It 
deals with those young men and young 
women in uniform wherever they may 
be. It’s our job to do our best to sup-
port them and this bill does just that. 

I thank the members of the com-
mittee on both sides of the aisle. They 
have been magnificent to work with. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
support of my amendment to H.R. 2647, the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2010. In short, my amendment would 
provide the Department of Defense, and in 
particular, the Office of Economic Adjustment, 
the authority to financially support the develop-
ment and construction of public infrastructure 
in communities which are directly impacted by 
the expansion and growth of military installa-
tions. 

Mr. Chair, the last Military Base Re-align-
ment and Closure initiative, which occurred in 
2005, coupled with the ongoing transformation 
of the Army and re-positioning of troops world- 
wide, has had a tremendous impact on the 
local communities which house our nation’s 
military installations and facilities. 

In its FY2009 Budget Justification, DOD es-
timated the total one-time cost for the most re-
cent BRAC round in 2005 at nearly $32 billion, 
of which nearly $23 billion will be for military 
construction. For FY2009, DOD’s budget re-
quest was $9.07 billion, while Congress ap-
proved $8.77 billion. And just yesterday, the 
House Appropriations Committee, of which I 
am a member, approved at total of $7.49 bil-
lion for BRAC construction activities. 

The Muscogee County School District for 
example, which is located in my congressional 
district in Georgia, is estimated to receive 
5,000 to 9,000 additional school-aged children 
as a result of the planned growth and expan-
sion of Ft. Benning. DOD’s most recent pro-
jections put the number of new school aged 
children at approximately 3,000 to 4,000. But 
no matter what the number, there is a con-
sensus that several thousand new children will 
be attending a school system which currently 
does not have the facilities to house them. 

According to some estimates, nearly 25 
local school districts nationwide could be re-
quired to accommodate tens of thousands of 
additional military dependent school-aged chil-
dren due entirely to DOD actions and deci-
sions. The financial cost to school systems 
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across the county resulting from the latest 
round of DOD initiatives could exceed $2 bil-
lion over the course of the next several years. 
This includes the communities surrounding Ft. 
Bliss [Texas], Ft. Bragg [North Carolina], Ft. 
Carson [Colorado], Ft Lee [Virginia], as well as 
several other facilities where major growth is 
envisioned by DOD. 

By providing DOD the authority to develop 
public infrastructure, including local schools, 
as provided in my amendment, we begin to 
address this challenge by providing the De-
partment with expanded authority to assist se-
lect communities in addressing their local facil-
ity needs. 

There is precedent. During Word War II, the 
Korea and Vietnam wars, our National leaders 
saw fit to partner with local education agen-
cies to build schools to accommodate children 
of the military, defense employees and con-
tractors who worked on the military installa-
tions. Likewise, the Department supported the 
construction of schools as a result of the ex-
pansion and growth of the military’s Kings ay 
installation. 

Mr. Chair, in closing, the enormity and size 
of the challenges facing communities impacted 
by DOD personnel movements is over-
whelming. This amendment is an important 
step in providing the Department with the au-
thority to begin to work with these commu-
nities in addressing their infrastructure 
needs—needs which have been created by 
the Department’s own actions. 

I urge the House’s support for this amend-
ment. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chair, I have the 
honor of serving as the Chairman of the Air 
and Land Forces Subcommittee of our Armed 
Services Committee. I would like to thank our 
Chairman, IKE SKELTON, for his great leader-
ship in bringing this outstanding bill to this 
point. I also welcome the new Ranking Mem-
ber, BUCK MCKEON, and am confident that he 
and Chairman SKELTON will make a great 
team. 

I would also like to thank ROSCOE BARTLETT, 
our subcommittee’s ranking member, for all 
his support and advice in putting our bill to-
gether. 

This bill is about balancing the capabilities 
and readiness of our current military forces 
with desired future required military capabili-
ties. 

Our military personnel are at risk each and 
every day. Our first priority is to make sure 
those men and women are properly supported 
by ensuring our military programs adequately 
support current military requirements. 

We are doing everything possible to provide 
our personnel in Iraq and Afghanistan the 
equipment they need as well as provide for 
the equipment needs of our National Guard 
units here at home, to meet crisis response 
and potential natural disaster requirements. 
The subcommittee’s jurisdiction includes $82 
billion in Department of Defense procurement 
and research and development in Titles I and 
II and another $20 billion in Title XV, for over-
seas contingency operations. 

We have made nearly $3 billion in realloca-
tions within the Subcommittee, funding higher 
priority current requirements, using funds from 
programs with excessive unexpended bal-
ances, delayed execution, and excessive cost 
growth. 

Our Subcommittee increased the unfunded 
requirements of the Army and Air Force by 

over $1 billion by reallocating funding from 
these lower priority projects. The mark also 
provides an additional $603 million for pro-
curement and research and development of 
the F136 competitive engine for the F–35 air-
craft program. This is largely offset by rebal-
ancing within the F–35 program, by reducing 
procurement from 32 to 30 aircraft. 

Nearly $2.7 billion is authorized for 176 
Apache, Kiowa, Black Hawk, and Chinook hel-
icopters and an additional $1.2 billion is pro-
vided for helicopter modifications. Our bill: 

Fully funds elements of the Future Combat 
Systems program that will continue in some 
form, at $2.55 billion; 

Provides $2.5 billion for new and upgraded 
Army ground combat vehicles; 

Provides $263 million for research and de-
velopment of future Army ground combat vehi-
cle upgrades and improvements; and 

Provides $600 million for National Guard 
and Reserve Equipment, above and beyond 
what is in the budget request. 

The change by the National Guard to an 
operational reserve status, coincident with a 
reorganization of the Army, has greatly in-
creased the amount of equipment Guard and 
Reserve units are required to have. While the 
Department is making improvements and 
progress in providing improved funding to 
equip the National Guard and Reserve to en-
hance its role as an operational reserve, there 
are a significant number of units that do not 
have their required equipment. 

Given the operational reserve equipage 
model, a large percentage of nondeployed 
Army National Guard units are far below Army 
standards for equipment on hand. Without the 
right type and amounts of equipment, even the 
most dedicated and experienced soldier or air-
man cannot train for combat, or provide ade-
quate assistance when there is a domestic 
emergency. 

The committee continues to work on improv-
ing intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance, known as ISR capabilities, as well as 
improving counter improvised explosive device 
technology, vehicle armor, body armor, and 
helmet protection. Like many other mission 
areas in the Department of Defense, there is 
no apparent nexus for intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance joint strategy, re-
quirements coordination, acquisition or deploy-
ment focus, where a single lead organization 
is responsible. 

An example that can be cited is the un-
planned and expensive proliferation of dis-
similar ISR platforms all seeking to provide the 
same capability. 

Coalition forces control the skies in both 
theaters and has the world’s best ISR tech-
nology, but does not use this advantage to full 
advantage. 

The Department still fails to provide joint 
ISR employment plans for both Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. This bill directs the Department to 
assess the current use of ISR systems in Iraq 
and Afghanistan and make recommendations 
on how to more effectively coordinate and use 
all the systems we have deployed and plan to 
deploy. 

The committee has in the past directed the 
Department to define joint ISR requirements 
and develop a long-term strategic plan to 
make informed acquisition decisions to meet 
ISR goals. That continues to be a work in 
progress. 

BODY ARMOR 
It is widely reported that our soldiers in Af-

ghanistan routinely carry loads of 130 to 150 

lbs for a 3-day mission. Personnel can only 
wear so much armor, beyond which their oper-
ational effectiveness is inhibited, which in turn 
increases their risk of being injured. Two pro-
visions in our bill require the Secretary of De-
fense, beginning with the fiscal year 2011 
budget request, to establish research and de-
velopment program elements and procurement 
budget line items for the development and ac-
quisition of body armor and personnel protec-
tion enhancements. 

The language also strongly encourages the 
Secretary of Defense to consider establishing 
a DOD-wide Task Force on par with the 
MRAP Vehicle Task Force to promote weight 
reduction initiatives for body armor. 

The bill fully funds the President’s request of 
approximately $700 million for body armor. 
MINE RESISTANT AMBUSH PROTECTED (MRAP) VEHICLES 

With regard to the Mine Resistant Ambush 
Protected (MRAP) vehicle program, over 
16,000 vehicles have been produced in just 
over two years. Approximately 15,000 vehicles 
have been fielded and these vehicles continue 
to save lives daily. Almost $26.0 billion has 
been provided by Congress for this program. 

This bill fully funds the President’s request 
of $5.45 billion for MRAP category vehicles. 
The request procures approximately 1,000 
MRAP All-Terrain Vehicles, a lighter weight 
version of the current MRAP Vehicle, to be 
used in Afghanistan. The request also pro-
vides operation, maintenance, and 
sustainment funding as well as necessary 
funds to address home-station training require-
ments. 

TACTICAL WHEELED VEHICLES 
The bill provides $5.25 billion for light, me-

dium, and heavy tactical wheeled vehicles or 
‘‘Humvees’’ and ‘‘trucks.’’ This funding keeps 
the industrial base operating at high levels of 
production and will help address shortfalls in 
the Guard and Reserve components. In clos-
ing, I again want to thank my distinguished 
chairman and ranking member of the full com-
mittee and our subcommittee. 

H.R. 2647 is deserving of a ‘‘yes’’ vote from 
every Member of this body. 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
LUJÁN) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Chair of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2647) to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2010 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, to 
prescribe military personnel strengths 
for fiscal year 2010, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on. 

f 

HONORING JOHN CALLAWAY 

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day evening the highly respected radio 
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and television broadcasting pioneer 
John Callaway died in Chicago. 

After more than 30 years with Chi-
cago’s Public Television, John 
Callaway’s extraordinary dedication to 
honest journalism that served the peo-
ple will be greatly missed. 

John can be credited with many 
great firsts in the world of televised 
broadcasting. He was a leader in the 
nationwide development of CBS news 
stations and hosted WTTW’s Chicago’s 
first evening news analysis. 

The former Peabody and Emmy 
Award winner had said that he hoped 
his shows would allow the viewer to see 
the ‘‘fabric and soul of the city.’’ La-
dies and gentlemen, let me tell you in 
my city the fabric and soul is often 
both extraordinary and tragic. For me 

and many Chicagoans, the airwaves 
will feel quite empty without John 
Callaway as the host of channel 11’s 
show ‘‘Chicago’s Tonight’s Week in Re-
view.’’ Tonight he will be remembered 
not only by his loving wife, Sandra 
Callaway, and daughters Liz and Ann, 
but by the citizens of Chicago and the 
American people. 

f 

REVISION TO BUDGET ALLOCA-
TIONS AND AGGREGATES FOR 
CERTAIN HOUSE COMMITTEES 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2010 AND FIS-
CAL YEARS 2010 THROUGH 2014 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under sec-
tion 324 of S. Con. Res. 13, the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010, 
I hereby submit a revision to the budget allo-
cations and aggregates for certain House 
committees for fiscal year 2010 and the period 
of fiscal years 2010 through 2014. This adjust-
ment responds to House consideration of the 
bill H.R. 2990, the Disabled Military Retiree 
Relief Act of 2009. A corresponding table is 
attached. 

This revision represents an adjustment for 
the purposes of sections 302 and 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed. For the purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended, this revised 
allocation is to be considered as an allocation 
included in the budget resolution, pursuant to 
section 427(b) of S. Con. Res. 13. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal years 

2009 2010 2010–2014 

Current Aggregates: 1 2 
Budget Authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,668,788 2,882,117 n.a. 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 3,357,366 2,999,049 n.a. 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,532,579 1,653,728 10,500,149 

Change in the Disabled Military Retiree Relief Act (H.R. 2990): 
Budget Authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 178 n.a. 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 165 n.a. 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 20 54 317 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,668,788 2,882,295 n.a. 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 3,357,366 2,999,214 n.a. 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,532,599 1,653,782 10,500,466 

1 Current aggregates do not include the disaster allowance assumed in the budget resolution, which if needed will be excluded from current level with an emergency designation (section 423(h)). 
2 Current aggregates include a correction to the 2010 outlay adjustment previously done for the supplemental. Outlays are $11 million below the previously reported amount. 
n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2011 through 2014 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(A) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 
[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

House Committee 
2009 2010 2010–2014 total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Current allocation: 
Armed Services ............................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 35 35 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Oversight and Government Reform ................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Change in the Disabled Military Retiree Relief Act (H.R. 2990): 
Armed Services ............................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 160 147 188 188 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 ¥200 ¥109 
Oversight and Government Reform ................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 18 18 241 241 

Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 178 165 229 320 
Revised allocation: 

Armed Services ............................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 160 147 223 223 
Natural Resources .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 ¥200 ¥109 
Oversight and Government Reform ................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 18 18 241 241 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. QUIGLEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PETERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. QUIGLEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. INSLEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION REFERRED 

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken 

from the Speaker’s table and, under 
the rule, referred as follows: 

S. Con. Res. 30. Concurrent resolution com-
mending the Bureau of Labor Statistics on 
the occasion of its 125th anniversary; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 1777. An act to make technical correc-
tions to the Higher Education Act of 1965, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 407. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for an increase, effec-
tive December 1, 2009, in the rates of com-
pensation for veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities and the rates of depend-
ency and indemnity compensation for the 
survivors of certain disabled veterans, to 
codify increases in the rates of such com-
pensation that were effective as of December 
1, 2008, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at midnight), the House ad-
journed until today, Thursday, June 25, 
2009, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
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the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

2405. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s annual Developing Countries 
Combined Exercise Program report of ex-
penditures for Fiscal Year 2008, pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 2010; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

2406. A letter from the Chair, Congres-
sional Oversight Panel, transmitting the 
Panel’s monthly report pursuant to Section 
125(b)(1) of the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act of 2008, Pub. L. 110-343; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

2407. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the Department’s report on activities 
during Calendar Year 2008, pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1691f; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2408. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting the System’s 
report entitled, ‘‘Federal Reserve Credit and 
Liquidity Programs and the Balance Sheet’’; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

2409. A letter from the Administrator, Act-
ing Energy Information Administration, De-
partment of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s report for calendar year 2008 on 
the country of origin and the sellers or ura-
nium and uranium enrichment services pur-
chased by owners and operators of U.S. civil-
ian nuclear power reactors, pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 102-486, section 1015; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

2410. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s annual Report on 
the Food and Drug Administration Advisory 
Committee Vacancies and Public Disclo-
sures, pursuant to Section 712(e) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2411. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s annual financial 
report for fiscal year 2008, pursuant to the 
Animal Drug User Fee Act of 2003; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2412. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s report re-
garding premarket approval of devices that 
may be used in pediatric patients, pursuant 
to Public Law 110-85, section 302; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

2413. A letter from the Members of the 
Board, Broadcasting Board of Governors, 
transmitting proposed legislation to author-
ize appropriations for the Broadcasting 
Board of Governors for Fiscal Years 2010 and 
2011; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2414. A letter from the Vice Admiral, USN 
Director, Defense Security Cooperation 
Agency, transmitting notice of enhance-
ments or upgrades from the level of sensi-
tivity of technology or capability of the F-16 
Advanced Integrated Defensive Electronic 
Warfare Suite [Transmittal No. 0A-09], pur-
suant to Section 36(b)(5)(A) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act (AECA); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2415. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a translation of the Depart-
ment’s human rights reports into principal 
languages and the distribution on post 
websites, pursuant to Public Law 110-53, sec-
tion 2122(b); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

2416. A letter from the Assistant Director 
for Policy, OFAC, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Alphabetical Listing of Blocked Per-
sons, Blocked Vessels, Specially Designated 
Nationals, Specially Designated Terrorists, 

Specially Designated Global Terrorists, For-
eign Terrorist Organizations, and Specially 
Designated Narcotics Traffickers — received 
June 12, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

2417. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, GSA, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation; Fed-
eral Acquisition Circular 2005-33; Introduc-
tion [Docket FAR 2009-0001, Sequence 4] re-
ceived June 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

2418. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, GSA, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation; FAR 
Case 2008-036, Trade Agreements-Costa Rica, 
Oman, and Peru [FAC 2005-33; FAR Case 2008- 
036; Item I; Docket 2009-0019, Sequence 1] 
(RIN: 9000-AL23) received June 17, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

2419. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, GSA, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation; FAR 
Case 2005-032, Contractor’s Request for 
Progress Payments [FAC 2005-33; FAR Case 
2005-032; Item II, Docket 2008-0002; Sequence 
1] (RIN: 9000-AI47) received June 17, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

2420. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, GSA, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation; Fed-
eral Acquisition Circular 2005-33; Small Enti-
ty Compliance Guide [Docket FAR 2009-0002, 
Sequence 4] received June 17, 2009, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

2421. A letter from the Chief, Endangered 
Species Listing, FWS, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Revised Designation of Critical 
Habitat for the Quino Checkerspot butterfly 
(Euphydryas editha quino) [Docket No.: 
FWS-R8-ES-2008-0006; 92210-1117-0000-B4] 
(RIN: 1018-AV23) received June 17, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

2422. A letter from the Deputy Chief, Regu-
latory Products Division, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Removing Ref-
erences to Filing Locations and Obsolete 
References to Legacy Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service; Adding a Provision To 
Facilitate the Expansion of the Use of Ap-
proved Electronic Equivalents of Paper 
Forms [CIS No.: 2405-07; DHS Docket No. 
USCIS-2007-0005] (RIN: 1615-AB56) received 
June 12, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

2423. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Attorney General, Department of Justice, 
transmitting the Department’s report enti-
tled, ‘‘Annual Report to Congress for Fiscal 
Year 2008’’ in reference to the Office of Jus-
tice Programs (OJP), pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
3712(b), 3789e Public Law 90-351, section 102(b) 
and 810; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2424. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; IJSBA World Finals; Colorado River, 
Lake Havasu City, AZ [Docket No.: USCG- 
2008-0320] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 17, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2425. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, and Takeoff 
Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket 
No.: 30659 Amdt. No 3315] received June 17, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2426. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Oil Pollution Prevention; 
Non-Transportation Related Onshore and 
Offshore Facilities [EPA-HQ-OPA-2008-0546; 
FRL-8919-9] (RIN: 2050-AG49) received June 
16, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2427. A letter from the Commissioner, So-
cial Security Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s Thirteenth 2009 Annual 
Report of the Supplemental Security Income 
Program, pursuant to Section 231 of the Per-
sonal Responsibility and Work Opportunity 
Reconciliation Act of 1996; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

2428. A letter from the Director, Executive 
Office of the President Office of National 
Drug Control Policy, transmitting the Of-
fice’s update on the study of chronic hard-
core drug users, pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 1714; 
jointly to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, the Judiciary, Energy 
and Commerce, and Appropriations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. POLIS: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 578. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2996) making ap-
propriations for the Department of the Inte-
rior, environment, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 111–184). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. HELLER, Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. DEGETTE, Mrs. BONO MACK, 
Mr. HERGER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
CARNEY, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. LANCE, Mr. MASSA, Mrs. 
HALVORSON, Ms. TITUS, and Mr. 
LAMBORN): 

H.R. 3011. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
telephone and other communications serv-
ices; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself, Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. BACA, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
BOCCIERI, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 
CARNEY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
CHANDLER, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. CLEAV-
ER, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
COSTELLO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. 
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DAHLKEMPER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. DOYLE, Ms. EDWARDS of 
Maryland, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FILNER, 
Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, 
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HALL 
of New York, Mr. HARE, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mr. JONES, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. 
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Ms. KILROY, 
Mr. KISSELL, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. MASSA, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MOL-
LOHAN, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. NADLER of New 
York, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. PERRIELLO, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. PETERSON, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. ROSS, Mr. ROTHMAN 
of New Jersey, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHAUER, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SHULER, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. STUPAK, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. TONKO, Mr. VISCLOSKY, 
Mr. WALZ, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Ms. WATERS, Mr. WELCH, Mr. WILSON 
of Ohio, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WU, and 
Mr. SPRATT): 

H.R. 3012. A bill to require a review of ex-
isting trade agreements and renegotiation of 
existing trade agreements based on the re-
view, to set terms for future trade agree-
ments, to express the sense of the Congress 
that the role of Congress in trade policy-
making should be strengthened, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Rules, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself 
and Mr. CHAFFETZ): 

H.R. 3013. A bill to amend title 13, United 
States Code, to provide for the more accu-
rate and complete enumeration of certain 
overseas Americans in the decennial census; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mrs. DAHLKEMPER (for herself, 
Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. SHULER, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. ELLSWORTH, and Mr. NYE): 

H.R. 3014. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to provide loan guarantees for the 
acquisition of health information technology 
by eligible professionals in solo and small 
group practices, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. CONAWAY: 
H.R. 3015. A bill to provide that certain 

photographic records relating to the treat-
ment of any individual engaged, captured, or 
detained after September 11, 2001, by the 
Armed Forces of the United States in oper-
ations outside the United States shall not be 
subject to disclosure under section 552 of 
title 5, United States Code (commonly re-
ferred to as the Freedom of Information 
Act), to amend section 552(b)(3) of title 5, 
United States Code (commonly referred to as 
the Freedom of Information Act) to provide 
that statutory exemptions to the disclosure 
requirements of that Act shall specifically 

cite to the provision of that Act authorizing 
such exemptions, to ensure an open and de-
liberative process in Congress by providing 
for related legislative proposals to explicitly 
state such required citations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Armed Services, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BURTON of Indiana: 

H.R. 3016. A bill to prohibit the use of cer-
tain funds to host Iranian officials for Inde-
pendence Day celebrations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for 
himself, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. POLIS, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. SESTAK, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
NADLER of New York, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. CAS-
TLE, Mr. KIRK, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mrs. BIGGERT, Ms. HARMAN, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mrs. DAVIS 
of California, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. 
TSONGAS, Mr. STARK, Mr. JACKSON of 
Illinois, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. RICHARD-
SON, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. DOYLE, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. WU, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. NORTON, Mr. BER-
MAN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. ROTHMAN of New 
Jersey, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. FOSTER, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. PAT-
RICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. HOLT, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. HARE, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
MASSA, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut, Mr. CLEAVER, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. MITCHELL, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. SCHRADER, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Mr. WELCH, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. OLVER, 
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Ms. MATSUI, Ms. BEAN, Mr. KILDEE, 
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Ms. 
BERKLEY, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. PE-
TERS, Ms. KILROY, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
HIMES, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. EDWARDS of 
Maryland, Mr. HODES, Ms. CLARKE, 
Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
HEINRICH, and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California): 

H.R. 3017. A bill to prohibit employment 
discrimination on the basis of sexual ori-
entation or gender identity; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on House Adminis-
tration, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GOHMERT (for himself, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, and Mr. SMITH of 
Texas): 

H.R. 3018. A bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act to address the use of 
intrathecal pumps; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. INSLEE (for himself, Mr. 
UPTON, and Mr. BOUCHER): 

H.R. 3019. A bill to amend the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration Organization Act to improve 
the process of reallocation of spectrum from 
Federal government uses to commercial 
uses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. KISSELL (for himself, Mr. 
BRIGHT, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK of Arizona, Ms. FOXX, Mr. 
COBLE, Mrs. MYRICK, and Mrs. 
LUMMIS): 

H.R. 3020. A bill to amend the Emergency 
Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 to pro-
vide for the treatment of dividends paid on 
shares of preferred stock, held by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, that were issued by 
financial institutions which received finan-
cial assistance under such Act, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 3021. A bill to repeal the Gun-Free 

School Zones Act of 1990 and amendments to 
that Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 3022. A bill to restore the second 

amendment rights of all Americans; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 3023. A bill to provide for the safety of 

United States aviation and the suppression 
of terrorism; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to 
the Committee on Homeland Security, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROSS (for himself, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. BARROW, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. CHANDLER, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. COURTNEY, 
and Mr. PAUL): 

H.R. 3024. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide Medicare 
beneficiaries greater choice with regard to 
accessing hearing health services and bene-
fits; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. TANNER (for himself, Mr. CAS-
TLE, Mr. BOYD, Mr. COOPER, and Mr. 
HILL): 

H.R. 3025. A bill to prohibit States from 
carrying out more than one Congressional 
redistricting after a decennial census and ap-
portionment, to require States to conduct 
such redistricting through independent com-
missions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 

H.R. 3026. A bill to amend the United 
States Public Housing Act of 1937 to estab-
lish a predisaster mitigation program to ben-
efit public and assisted housing residents, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H.R. 3027. A bill to amend the Robert T. 

Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to establish a grant program for 
predisaster hazard mitigation enhancement, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H.R. 3028. A bill to amend the Robert T. 

Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to establish a grant program to 
assist innovative natural disaster first re-
sponder programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. TONKO: 
H.R. 3029. A bill to establish a research, de-

velopment, and technology demonstration 
program to improve the efficiency of gas tur-
bines used in combined cycle power genera-
tion systems; to the Committee on Science 
and Technology. 

By Mr. WALZ (for himself and Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida): 

H.R. 3030. A bill to establish pilot projects 
under the Medicare Program to provide in-
centives for home health agencies to utilize 
home monitoring and communications tech-
nologies; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. WATSON: 
H.R. 3031. A bill to encourage the develop-

ment and implementation of a comprehen-
sive, global strategy for the preservation and 
reunification of families and the provision of 
permanent parental care for orphans, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 3032. A bill to amend the Small Busi-

ness Act to establish the Office of Environ-
ment, Energy, and Climate Change and to es-
tablish the Climate Change Center and 
Clearinghouse to provide support and infor-
mation on climate change to small business 
concerns; to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness. 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 3033. A bill to authorize Federal agen-

cies and legislative branch offices to pur-
chase greenhouse gas offsets and renewable 
energy credits, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, and in addition to the Committees 
on House Administration, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: 
H.R. 3034. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to adjust the credit per-
centage for qualifying advanced energy wind 
projects based on domestic steel content; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, and Mr. 
WOLF): 

H.J. Res. 58. A joint resolution granting 
the consent and approval of Congress to 
amendments made by the State of Maryland, 
the Commonwealth of Virginia, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia to the Washington Metro-

politan Area Transit Regulation Compact; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Indiana: 
H. Res. 579. A resolution expressing support 

for all Iranian citizens who embrace the val-
ues of freedom, human rights, civil liberties, 
and rule of law, and rescinding the invitation 
to Iranian officials to attend July 4th cele-
brations at United States embassies and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 147: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. ACKERMAN. 
H.R. 159: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 179: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 205: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 265: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. JACK-

SON of Illinois, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. KILPATRICK of 
Michigan, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. MATSUI, 
Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. 
EDWARDS of Maryland, and Mr. OLVER. 

H.R. 268: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. DEAL 
of Georgia, and Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 

H.R. 270: Mr. TURNER and Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 303: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. 

TIBERI, and Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 330: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 332: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 333: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. HODES, and Ms. 

RICHARDSON. 
H.R. 557: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 571: Mr. LYNCH and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 574: Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H.R. 613: Mr. TURNER and Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 621: Mr. BONNER, Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-

GERS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. 
TIBERI. 

H.R. 634: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 658: Mr. SKELTON. 
H.R. 662: Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 816: Mr. KISSELL. 
H.R. 983: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
H.R. 1030: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1064: Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. DICKS, 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and 
Mrs. EMERSON. 

H.R. 1111: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. 
H.R. 1179: Ms. PINGREE of Maine. 
H.R. 1207: Mr. LEWIS of California. 
H.R. 1245: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. GORDON of 

Tennessee. 
H.R. 1255: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mr. AL 

GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1324: Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. WELCH, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. HARMAN, and 
Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 1330: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 
H.R. 1339: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1347: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 1428: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 

CAO, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, and Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS. 

H.R. 1430: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1454: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BOUSTANY, and 

Mr. ROONEY. 
H.R. 1458: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 1479: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 1504: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1528: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 1531: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 1548: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. 
H.R. 1585: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1589: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1596: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. CONYERS, 

Ms. NORTON, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, 
and Mr. SESTAK. 

H.R. 1600: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 1616: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. ADLER 

of New Jersey. 

H.R. 1618: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr. 
SIRES. 

H.R. 1625: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
STUPAK, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
UPTON. 

H.R. 1646: Mr. LOEBSACK and Ms. KOSMAS. 
H.R. 1701: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1705: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1729: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1799: Mr. SALAZAR and Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 1835: Mr. KRATOVIL. 
H.R. 1849: Ms. JENKINS and Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 1894: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H.R. 1924: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 1956: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 1963: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1964: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
H.R. 1993: Ms. KOSMAS. 
H.R. 2000: Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 

of Texas, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. 
DOGGETT, and Ms. GIFFORDS. 

H.R. 2017: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan and Mr. 
REYES. 

H.R. 2024: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 2026: Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. GARY G. MIL-

LER of California, and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 2060: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2067: Mr. SESTAK, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 

TONKO. 
H.R. 2119: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 2137: Ms. WATSON, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-

gia, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. MALONEY, and Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 2143: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 2178: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2194: Mr. WU, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 

KING of Iowa, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2254: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. ACKERMAN, 

and Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 2262: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. SESTAK, and 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 2293: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 2296: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 

KINGSTON, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. 
AKIN, and Mr. BOSWELL. 

H.R. 2329: Mr. SCHAUER. 
H.R. 2347: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2348: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2353: Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. ROE of Ten-

nessee, and Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 2373: Mr. CARNEY and Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 2404: Ms. SPEIER and Mr. NADLER of 

New York. 
H.R. 2419: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. GRAYSON, 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. MCGOV-
ERN. 

H.R. 2425: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. SESTAK, and 
Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 2448: Mrs. BONO MACK. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-

sissippi, and Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 2456: Mr. WALZ, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. 

WATERS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2478: Mr. LANCE, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
MORAN of Kansas, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Ms. WATSON, Mr. RUSH, Mr. WAMP, 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 
MCCAUL, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2512: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 2515: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 2517: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. DELAURO, 

Mr. BAIRD, Mr. COHEN, Mr. ADLER of New 
Jersey, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 
DOGGETT, and Mr. HODES. 

H.R. 2520: Mr. LINDER. 
H.R. 2542: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. MASSA, Mr. 

DICKS, and Mr. MCMAHON. 
H.R. 2543: Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BAIRD, and 

Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 2547: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 2558: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 

and Mr. PLATTS. 
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H.R. 2560: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 2563: Mr. LEE of New York. 
H.R. 2567: Ms. WOOLSEY and Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 2581: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2625: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. COURTNEY, and 

Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 2632: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 2635: Mr. HALL of New York, Ms. ROS- 

LEHTINEN, and Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 2691: Mr. SESTAK, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 

MCDERMOTT, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. KING 
of New York. 

H.R. 2697: Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California. 

H.R. 2724: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina. 

H.R. 2730: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 2743: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. GORDON of 

Tennessee, Mr. STEARNS, and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2770: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2773: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN and Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2782: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 2793: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 

LAMBORN, and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 2797: Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 

MARCHANT, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. AKIN, Mr. 
COLE, Mr. POSEY, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. BROWN of South Caro-
lina, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. REICHERT, 
Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. LATTA, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. PENCE, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
BONNER, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. FORBES, 
Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. CARTER, Ms. GRANGER, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. SOUDER. 

H.R. 2799: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. CAO. 

H.R. 2808: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California, and Mr. MCCAUL. 

H.R. 2817: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 2835: Mr. HONDA and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2844: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2874: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mrs. 

LOWEY. 
H.R. 2882: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2900: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. LAMBORN, and Mr. FLAKE. 

H.R. 2909: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2914: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 

HENSARLING, Mr. COLE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. MARCHANT, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. ISSA, Mr. JORDAN of Ohio, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. BART-
LETT, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. AKIN. 

H.R. 2925: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 2935: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. KLEIN of 

Florida, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. MYRICK, and Mr. LUJÁN. 

H.R. 2937: Ms. LEE of California and Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia. 

H.R. 2939: Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. BERRY, and 
Mr. NUNES. 

H.R. 2941: Mr. MURTHA, Mrs. BONO MACK, 
and Mr. LATOURETTE. 

H.R. 2942: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. DUN-
CAN. 

H.R. 2959: Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
H.R. 2964: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, 

Mr. MCCOTTER, and Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2969: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 2987: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 2990: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. COURTNEY, 

Ms. GIFFORDS, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
SESTAK, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
COFFMAN of Colorado. 

H.R. 3001: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ISRAEL, and Mr. NADLER of New York. 

H.R. 3006: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.J. Res. 47: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.J. Res. 57: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H. Con. Res. 44: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. 

LEWIS of Georgia. 
H. Con. Res. 45: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 51: Mr. BARTLETT. 
H. Con. Res. 154: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 

KUCINICH. 
H. Con. Res. 156: Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois. 

H. Con. Res. 157: Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina. 

H. Res. 90: Mr. FATTAH. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. CAO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 

GERLACH, and Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. 
H. Res. 241: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H. Res. 285: Mr. SCHOCK. 
H. Res. 333: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H. Res. 395: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H. Res. 409: Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 
H. Res. 443: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H. Res. 445: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ROGERS of 

Kentucky, Mr. LATTA, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Alabama, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, 
Mr. REYES, Mr. BOREN, and Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

H. Res. 518: Mr. FARR and Mr. SESTAK. 
H. Res. 519: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. STEARNS, 

Mr. MCCOTTER, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H. Res. 531: Mrs. BIGGERT and Mr. DAVIS of 

Illinois. 
H. Res. 549: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 550: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, 

Mr. CAO, and Ms. WATERS. 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative WAXMAN or a designee at the out-
set of consideration of H.R. 2454, the Amer-
ican Clean Energy and Security Act of 2009, 
does not contain any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative DICKS or a designee to H.R. 2996, 
the Department of the Interior, Environ-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2010, contains no congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9(e), 9(f) or 9(g) 
of rule XXI. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2454 

OFFERED BY: MR. MANZULLO 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 718, strike line 7 
through 20. 

Strike part 2 of subtitle E of title IV of the 
bill (relating to the International Climate 
Change Adaptation Program). 

H.R. 2454 

OFFERED BY: MS. HIRONO 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 1168, line 21, 
through page 1169, line 2, amend paragraph 
(3) to read as follows: 

(3) FOREST SERVICE.—Of the amounts made 
available each fiscal year to carry out this 
subpart, 5 percent shall be available to the 
Secretary of Agriculture for use in funding 
natural resource adaptation activities car-
ried out on national forests and national 
grasslands under the jurisdiction of the For-
est Service and for natural resource adapta-
tion activities on State and private forest 
lands carried out under the Cooperative For-
estry Assistance Act of 1978 and consistent 
with adaptation activities identified in the 
State-Wide Assessments and Strategies 
found in section 8002 of the Food, Conserva-
tion and Energy Act of 2008 or in accordance 
with other forest adaptation plans developed 
by the State forester through a public con-
sultation processes. 
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